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ABSTRACT
So cial, Psychological, Economic Factors,
and the Migration Intentions of Senior
High School Students in Utah
by
Elias Towneh Nijim, Doctor of Philosophy
Utah State University, 1977
Major Professor: Dr. Michael B. Toney
Department: Sociology
This study deals with a comparison between rural, urban, and
metropolitan students as to their migration intentions and factors
associated with their migration intentions.

The study is based on

the initial stage of a larger longitudinal panel study of 2,500 high
school seniors in public high schools in the state of Utah in 1975 .
Survey research was the principal method of investigation.

Stratified

random sample was use d for choosing the students and administered
questionnaire was used to collect the information.

Proportions and

crosstabulations were the statistical techniques used in the analysis
with chi square and gamma as the statistics for measuring differences
and associations.

As to plans, career preference, migration intent:lons, and the factors associated with migration intentions, it was observed that there
are more differences than similarities between the rural, urban, and
metropolitan students.

With respect to plans after graduation, it

was found that the majority of the students intended to go to college.
The majority of the students also indicated that professional work is

xi

their long-run ca reer preference .

Metropolitan students chose college

and professional caree r s slightly more than rural and urban students.
With respect t o migration intentions after graduation, a larger proportion of rural respondents intend to migrate followed by urban and
then metropolitan.

Intrastate migration intentions are the pattern of

the rural respondents, while interstate are the pattern for the metropolita n students.

For those who intend to migrate within state, intra-

metropolitan counties are the pattern for the metropolitan respondents,
while inter-counties are th e pattern f or the rural and urban students.
With respect to long-run migration intentions, it was observed that
s tudents' choi ce of residence after graduation may not be the same as
that place where they intend t o live most of the remainder of their
lives.
Several factors were hypothesized to be associated with students'
migration in tentions.

Some of these factors were found to have higher

degrees of associations with students' migration intentions than others.
Also, the degree and direction of association for most of the factors
were observed to vary with respect to the students' area of residence.
This i ndica tes that most of these factors are conditionally associated
wi th the students' migration intentions.

In other words, the place of

residence-- rural, urban, metropolitan--seems to play a major part in
i nfluencing th e de gr ee , significance, and direction of association between these factors and students' mi gration intentions .
(221 pages)

CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
The Nature of the Problem
The phenomenon under study is the intention to migrate, which
is part of the general migra t ion process.

This thesis, with the use

of survey data, investiga t ed the relationship between social, psychological, economic factors, and the inten t ion to migrate for Utah's
youth.
The study of migration is of critical importance to understanding
the social system.

Because of advancements in the control of mortality

and fertility in developed and to a lesser extent in developing societies, migration has emerged as a most significant population process .
Thus, migration 's capacity for affecting t he s tructur e of the population
system , and hence the social

syst ~ ~

has been enhanced.

It has become

a topic most worthy of study because of its important consequences for
social life.

The importance of studying migration has been asserted

by Kirk:
Everywhere we see the cen trip e tal forces of migration dominant
i n the world, fro m the l ess developed areas to the more developed
areas, from smaller t o the larg er population aggregates. The
most important mi grations today are the i nternal and largely
unrecorded migrations from rural to urban areas. In the United
States, greater mobility is leading to rapid changes in the population distribution and compos ition . Other countries in the
world are less mobile but mobility is an integral part of economic
and social development, and as yet ther e is no end in sight of
the trend t oward greater and greater mobility. The scientific

analysis of migration is a matter of rapidly growing importance
in the world.l
A simil ar assertion was made by Pe t erson:
Internal migration is at once one of the most important
determinan t s of population change and the one about which we
know least. Every year approximat e ly one American out of
every five moves to a different r es id enc e, and a considerable
fraction of this migration is highly s ignificant i n economic
and cultural terms. Ther e ar e no i ndic ations that Americans
will soon cease to be a nation of nomads.2
Although the above quotations were written two decades ago, they
are, to a large ex tent, still valid gene r a li zations.

Because of in-

c reases in urbanization and suburb ani za tion, grow th in the number
and size of cities , increasing technol ogica l developments , expansion
of the marke t a nd consumer demand, mi gr a tion may become the most
significant process of the population sys t em.
The United States has been charac t er i zed as a highly mobile
ty.

socie~

In 1970, of the 186 million per s ons five years of age or o lder,

47 percent were liviu g i n a differ ent dwelling than the one they
occupied in 1965, li percent lived in a different county, 9 percent
lived in a different sta t e, and 1.4 per cent resided abroad. 3

Although

the above is indicative of the Unit ed States as a whole, regions within
the United States vary considerably .

Residents of the Northeast have

been the least mobile; those of the West, the mos t.

Irt terms of

1 nudley Kirk, "Major Migration Since World War II," Selected
Studies of Migration Since World War II (New York: Milbank Memorial
Fund, 1958), p. 26 .
2william Peterson, "Interna l Migration and Economic Development
in Nor thern America," Annals of the American Academy of Political and
Social Sciences, CCCXVI(Har ch, 1958), 52- 59.
3Ralph Thomlinson, Population Dynamics (New York:
1976), p. 312.

Random House,

interstate mobility, the proportion moving varied from Alaska and
Nevada at 73 and 64 percent respectively to Pennsylvania at 36 percent .
According to degree of urbanization, rural-farm people moved the least,
rural non-farm the most, and urban people intermediate. 1

According to

Thomlinson, 25 percent of the United States population of all ages
were born in different s tates from the ones they lived in at the time
of the 1970 census.

In some states, more than half of the residents

were born in another state.

These statistics lead Thomlinson to accept

Peterson's characterization of the United States as "a nation of
nomads." 2

I n the 1960-19 70 decade, the United States metropolitan population
grew by 20.2 million, of this 14.9 million was natural increase and
5.3 million was net migration.

Non-metropolitan areas, on the other

hand, gained 6.0 million by natural increase but lost 2.3 million by
migration.

3

in 1970's.

The trend toward metropolitan areas, however , was reversed
According to the

Unit~rl

States Bureau of the Census, about

4.7 million persons moved out of metropolitan areas whereas only 3.7
million moved in.

One-third of the central cities of the SMSA's

actually lost population, about 4.0 million persons, as the established
movement toward suburbanization continued.

Suburban and other inde-

pendent cities within metropolitan regions gained 3.1 million persons
1 Ibid .
2 rbid.
3united States Bureau of the Census, "General Demographic Trends
fo r Metropolitan Areas, 1960-1970: United States Summary," 1970 Census
of Population and Housing, PHC(2)-1, Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C., 1971, Table 11, pp. 47-60 .

by net migration during 1970-1973. 1

Recen t research gives some indi-

ca tion of the pos sibility f or a rev ersal in the migration patterns
f r om metropolitan to non-metr opo litan areas.

Also th e rural areas

thr oughout the United States, wh ich were depo pulated for decades, are
now being repopulated. 2
The mountain s tates, with the exception of Nevada, Arizona , and
Colorado, exper ienced population decline during the 1960-1970 decade
as a result of migration.

For the mountain states losing population,

the losses of younger per sons, in particular the age categories 15-19
and 20-24, were most signifi can t.

The age category 20- 24 was con-

sistently the group with the highest out-migration in each of thes e
s t a t es with loss of males slightly exceeding the loss of females with
the excep tion of Utah which exhibited a different pattern . 3
The migration rat e for Utah in the 1960-1970 decade was -1.0 .
The age-specific migrat ion rate for the 15-19 and 20-24 age categories
was 1.5 and 2. 1

res pr~tiv ely.

Th" migration rate s fo r Utah's counties

for the 19 60- 1970 decade in terms of the two age categories 15-19,
20-24, and sex is shown in Table 1.

With the exception of Washington,

1 united States Bureau of the Census, "Mobility of the Population
of the United States: March 1970-March 1973," Current Population
Reports, Series P-20, No. 262, March, 1974, p. 1.
2 Alan Kirschenbaun, "Patterns of Migration from Metropolitan t o
Non-Metropol itan Areas: Changing Ecological Factors Affecting Family
Mobility," Rural Sociology, 36 (3) (September, 1971), 315-325; Calvin
L. Beale, "The Revival of Population Growth in Non-Metropolitan America,"
a paper pres ented at the Conference on Population Distribution, sponsored
by the Center for Population Research, National Institute of Health ,
Belmont, Maryland, January, 1975.
3 Glades K. Bowles, Calvin L. Beale, and Everett S. Lee, Population
Migration Report 1960-1970 (Athens, Georgia: University of Georgia
Printing Department, 1975), Part 6, pp. 72-78.

Table 1.

Migration rat es for the age groups , 15-19, 20-24, and
all ages by sex and counties in the state of Utah ,
1960-1970 decade
Male
All Ages

Female
All Ages

-52.0
- 35.2
67.7
-64.7
-46.9

- 20 .2
-7.7
- 2.1
-31.8
-52.9

-18.4
-7.6
-1.9
-30.7
-47.5

-tl.4
-59 . 9
-69.1
-71.2
-42 . 5

-9.9
-47.6
-60.6
-65.3
-26.9

20.6
-11.9
-13.0
-2£.8
-15. 2

17.3
-13.6
-17.4
-1!!.4
-13.1

16.1
-18.6
-40.8
-33 . 7
-25.4

18.6
-51.1
-72.4
-76.6
-38. 8

17.9
-43.1
-61.4
-70.1
- 23. 0

-3.5
-5.9
- 22.4
-17. 2
19.8

-3.1
-10.2
-21.7
-20.2
19.4

-33.0
-21.9
-13. 6
12.7

-47.2
-39.2
-32.1
11.7

-80.2
-67.1
-48.4
-44.1

-71.8
-55.6
-30.8
-45.8

-27 .0
-14 . 1
-15. 2
-6.1

-27.8
-14.8
-18.5
-6.3

-2 0.1
-23.3
-6.9
-19.6
46.6

-6 9 . J

Uintah•
Utah*

-4.4
-12.1
-12.1
-18.2
19.6

-56.7
-18.6
-55.2
71.4

-65.0
-39.7
-22.2
-40.4
96.7

-10.4
-9.6
-.6
-9.3
3.4

-ll.5
-9.7
-9.1
-8.8
5.7

Wasa t ch
Washington •
Wayne
Weber*
Salt Lake*

-9.8
30.0
-28.8
-5.3
-8.1

-ll.5
29.6
34.2
0.5
0.2

-55.1
-27.1
-77.8
-14.5
- 7.5

-43.9
-16.4
-73.1
2.2
12.5

-2.8
13.0
-19.5
-4.4
-1.6

- 3. 8
14.3
- 24 .7
-2.7
0

Male
15-19

Female
15-19

Male
20-24

Female
20-24

Dagget

-29.6
-14.0
26.3
29.9
-72.9

-30.9
-15.8
34.3
-30.4
-69.6

-65.5
-44.0
79.7
-63.7
-87 .3

Davis*
Duchesne
Emery
Garfield
Gr and

31.1
-27.6
-24.2
-29.5
-14.3

4.4
-30.9
-38.3
-15.6
-13.7

Iron
Juab
Kane
Millard
Morgan

11.1
-8.9
-28.2
-29.5
19.9

Piute
Rich
San Juan
Sanpete
Sevier
Summit

County
Beaver

Box Elder
Cache•
Carbon°

To oele 0

Source:

Reconstructed from Glaudes K. Bowles, Calvin L. Beale , and
Everet t S. Lee, Population Migration Report 1960 1970 (Athens,
Georgia: University of Georgia Printing Department, 1975),
Part 6, pp . 72-78.
*Metropolitan counties
··urban counties

Utah, Morgan , and Davis count ies, the remaining 25 counties showed a
negative migra ti on rate.
migra t ion ra te.

Rural counties had the highest negative

Young adu lts, 15- 24, accounted for almost 50 percent

of this mig ration.

The negative migration rate was higher for the age

category 20- 24 than 15-19.

For the age category 15-19, females showed

a higher negative migration rate than males .
the age category 20-24.

The rev erse was true for

Two counties , Cache and Iron, showed total

negative mig ration rates while exhibiting positive migrat ion rates for
the age catego ries 15-19 and 20-24.
Recent population estimates of Utah counties give some indication
of a reversal in the depopulation of rural counties .

1

Whether the

change is a continuation of suburbanization, a return t o farm life, or

a move to newly developed industria l - ener gy complexes in rural areas,
is unknown.

Since these estimates a r e based on aggrega t e data, without

classifica tion of the population, it is diffic ult to ascertain any
migration pa tterns.
What do the above statistics mean t o the state of Utah and the
rest of the nation?

The Commission on Popula tion Growth and the

American Fu ture r ecogni zed th ese s hifts in population as a maj or
concern fo r any population poli cies .

A varie ty of consequences for

th e society and for the individual were noted by the Commis sion:

1 Bureau of Economic and Business Research, "County Population
Estima tes for Utah, July, 1975," Utah Economic and Business Review,
35(12) (Dec ember, 1975), p. 4 and p. 8.

the process brought efficiency and confusion, affluence and
degradation, individual advancement and alienation

.. 1

At some time during the senior year in high school, senior s of t en
must make plans which will have lasting cons equences for themselves
and for the society of which they are a part.

Since the educated are

often the most qualified to provide their communities with future
social, economic, and political leadership, their greater tendency to
become out-migrants from the places wh ere they were educated is of
great conc ern for the places financing their schooling .

2

This may be

of particular concern for communities in Utah since they have had a
higher proportion of their population graduating from high school and
attending college than any other s tate.

3

The above aggregate data present a general picture of migration
trends and patterns in the United States and in the state of Utah.
Nevertheless, they fail to fully answer the questions of who the
migrants are and why t hey migrate, and of who the non-migrants are
and why they do not migrate.

Factors or forces that are genera ting

migration can only be imputed indirectly from such aggregate data.
To a large extent, most previous stud ies on migration have been
associated with this approach and have ignored personality factors
1 The Commission on Population Growth and the American Future,
Population, Distribution, and Pol~. Sara Mills Mazie (Ed.), Vol. V
of Commission Research Repor t s. Washington, D.C.: Government Printing
Office, 1972.
2Niles M. Hansen, Location Preference, Migration, and Regional
Growth (New York: Praeger Publishers, 1973), p. 82 .
3 united States Bureau of the Census, United States Census of
Population: 1970 (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1972).

and other social-psychological variables that may be associated with
the migration process.

According to Shaw, most studies on migration

can be descr ibed as largely aggregative and macroanalytic in nature.

1

The aggregational and macr oanaly ti c appr oach attempts to formulate
predictive and explanatory migration propositions beginning with the
isolation of certain objective structural determinants of migration.
Next, it inf ers the influence of these factors in terms of assumptions
concerning the migrant's orientation to his environment and concludes

by imputing motives to the migrants. 2
While the macroanalytic approach is important in predicting
aggregate migra tion flows, it cannot adequately explain the decision
to migrate.

If the decision to migrate is an integral part of the

migration process , then the use of microanalytic approach to study
the subjective and other behavioral elements related to migration
phenomena is necessary.

As a general framework, thi s • tudy adopts a "social situation"
frame of reference wi th a foc us on the interaction between migration
and social-psychological elements of the social system.

From this

perspective, intention to migrate is treated as a decision-making

process in which the individual's intentions to migrate or not a re
based on their evalua tion of the environment.

1 R. P. Shaw , !1igration Theory and Fact (Philadelphia, Pennsylvania:
Regional Research Institute, 1975), p. 105.
2 Ibid.

Migration as a dynamic component of the social system has been
tr eated as a dependent or independent variable depending on the
researcher's interest.

In thi s study, the intention to migrate is in

large part seen as a consequence of certain social, psychological,
and economic factors, and hence as a dependent variable.

Although

the interaction among the elements of th e social system is reciprocal,
from an analytical and practical point of view, it is often beneficial
to study the interaction from the standpoint of consequence and effect.
Previous research has sugges ted that levels of occupational and
educational aspiration, attitude toward family and community characteristics, residential history, and o ther familial-educational
background variables may be related to the decision to migrate.

The

major purpose of this study was to explore the r ela tionship of these
va riabl es to the migration of high school seniors.
It should be noted that this is a s tudy of the intention to
migrate rather than nf migration per se .

In underraking this project

it was assumed that the intention to migrate is highly related to
actual migra tion and th a t intention not to migrate is likewise related
to nonmigration.

While this dissertation did not examine the relation-

ship, it provides a basis for such an analysis.

A larger panel study,

of which this research is an initial part, will investigate the
relationship.
Statement of the problem
The migration pattern of rural, urban, and metropolitan youth of
Utah is influenced by certain factors that exist within local areas
and within the State and nation in general.

The purpose of the present

10
research is to investigate the expected migration patterns of Utah's
high school graduates of 1975 and to determine if certain individuals
are more likely to migrate than others and to identify the underlying
factors of these differences if they exist.

More specifically, this

study is concerned with comparing the rural, urban, and metropolitan
'-Students with respect to their migration plans and to the factors
associated with their migration intentions.
In order to accomplish the major purpose of the study, the
following questions were asked:
1.

What are the plans of the students after graduation?

That

is, what do they intend to do after graduation and what will
b e their long-run career?

Is there a difference between

the rural, urban, and metropolitan students as to their plans?
2.

Do rural, urban, and metropolitan students express1 similar

patterns of migration intentions?
3.

For rural , urban, and metropolitan students, is there a

significant association between the following factors and
their migration intentions?:
Father's occupation
House ownership
Family status
Father's education
Parent's house satisfaction
Parent's community satisfaction
Kin in another community in Utah
Kin outside Utah
Parent's length of residence
Student's length of residence
Number of times moved in the past
Student's dating-marital status
Sex
Age expect to marry
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Religion
Race
Occupational preference
Work orientation
Interpersonal relation
Family solidarity
Evaluation of community
Religiosity
4.

Is there a difference between rural, urban, and metropolitan
students in terms of the above factors as they relate to
their migration intentions?
Theo r etical Orientation

Although the area of migration la cks a formal comprehensive
sociological theory, 1 this is not to suggest that the contemporary
empirical studies of migration are irrelevant.

On the contrary,

deriving theory deductively or inductively requires the systematic
ordering of propositions.

Propositions are not "free floating
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nor

do they exist in a vacuum; they are derived deductively from assumptions
or inductively from generalizations and other empirical observations.
To attain a level where propositions can be formed seems to necessitate more research in the area of migration.

Thus, systematically

accumulated knowledge on migration is an essential step in the formulation of a sound sociological theory.

This is possible if one can

operate within an exis t ing theoretical framework.
The present study will operate within Lee's and Kammeyer's
theoretical frameworks.

Lee's framework is inclusive of the macro

1 J.J. Mangalam and H.K. Schwarzweller, "Some Theoretical
Guidelines Toward a Sociology of Migration," International Migration
Review, 4(1970), 6-7.
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and micro aspects of migration. 1

However, the distinction between

these two levels in his model is not made.

The purpose of his thea-

retical framework:
... is the development of a general schema into which a
variety of spatial movements can be plac ed , and, from a
small number of what would seem to be self-evident propositions, to deduce a number of conclusi ons with regard to
the volume of migration, the deve lopment of streams and
2
counterstreams, and the char acteristics of migrants.
For every decision to migrate , accor ding to Lee, there will be:
(1) positive and negative factors associated with area of origin;
(2) positive and negative factors associated with the area of destination; (3) intervening obstacles; and (4) personal factors.

3

The

following diagram (Figure 1) indicates the first three sets of factors:
origin factors, destination facto rs, and intervening obstacles that
enter into the decision-making of the individual and influenced by the
personal factors.

Figure 1 .

Diagramic presentation of Lee's model of the
factors involved in migration decisi on-making

lE. Lee, "A Theory of Migration," Readings on Population, Edited
by David M. Heer (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1968), pp .
181-193.
2 Ibid., p. 184.
3 Ibid.
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The negative signs in the diagram represent factors which repel
migrants and the positive signs represent factors which attract
migrants, while the zeros repr esent factors to which migrants are
indifferent. 1

Lee indicates that individuals may define the factors

differently; nevertheless, people who r eact similarly to the same
general set of factors at the origin and destination may be identified.
A simple calculus of pluses and minuses at origins and destinations
would not explain an act of migration since some inertia and intervening obstacles must be overcome by individuals with different abilities and motives. 2
The concept of "personal factors" has two different referants:

demographic and psychological.

Personal factors classified as demo-

graphic are simply characteristics of a person or family, such as sex,
age, or family size.

In the second referant personal sensitivity,

knowledge, perception and awareness are focal characteristics.

In

Lee's model the peru e nnl factors 'r" unique in that the first three
sets of factors must always be channeled through them.

Therefore,

the decision to migrate is never completely rational because of misinformation or personal preference.
The utility of Lee's model is in its generality and inelusivenes s--most studies in migration can be classified within
this framework. 3

However, abstractness and inclusiveness are not

1 Ibid., p. 184.
2

Ibid., p. 185.

3 shaw, p. 105.

14

adequate criteria upon which to judge the strength of a particular
scheme.

Clarity and the ability to separate the levels of analysis

must also be included.

Lee's theoretical framework does not separate

the levels of analysis and does not specify particular variables.
According to Goldscheider:
Inherent in the push-pull model as exemplified by Lee's
presentation is the failure to separate decisions to move at
the individual level from migration processes at the systems
level. Consequently, there is little recognition of the
various levels of abstraction that are involved in accounting
for population movement.!
In addition, Goldscheider concludes that Lee's schema cannot be
tested empirically and is not adequate for theoretical or empirical
analysis. 2
Goldscheider's critique of Lee's model, in particular the
failure to separate or clarify the levels of analysis seems legitimate.
This, however, does not suggest that the model should be completely
rejected as Goldscheider has concluded.

Modification of the model

is possible and the separation of the levels of a•>alysis can be
attained.
A framework for the study of migration, which in this thesis is
integrated with Lee's model, is one developed by Kenneth W. Kamrneyer.
Kammeyer's theoretical framework assumes three different
analysis:

3

levels of

the socie tal level, the personal-structural level, and

1 c. Goldscheider, Population , Modernization, and Social Structure
(Boston, Massachuset ts: Little, Brown, and Company, 1971), p. 36.
2 Ibid .
3K.W. Kammeyer, An Introduction to Population (San Francisco,
California: Chandler Publishing Company, 1971) .
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the personal-psychologica l .

At these level s the i nflue nce of the

economy and family on migr a t ion can be concep tualized and hypotheses
regarding relationships can be fo rmulated. 1

These levels of analysis

can be viewed as encompassing different eme r gent social phenomena.
The societal level encompasses emergent patterns of organization
among diverse types of collective units.

Migration at this level is

a function or a consequence of the changes in the i nstitu t ional complex.
In Kammeyer's model, the family and the economic institution as "social
facts" play significant r oles in influencing the migration process.
Migration at this level of anal ysis is explained in terms of "social
facts" not in terms of individua ls nor interaction.

The unit of

analysis a t this level is th e " social fac t" itself.

The personal-

structural level encompasses "social r ela ti ons among individuals ."

The influence of the economy and family on migration is seen in terms
of the individual ' s reaction to his immediate economic and family
situation.

The indiv idual' s relai-<on to hi s family and t o his occu-

pation (career) a r e th e unit of analysis in the understanding of the
migra ti on process .

That is, a t this level, migration is related to

career contingenc ies and to s tag es of the individual and family life
cycles.

The personal-psychological encompasses "individual humans"

a nd the attitude of the individual toward economic opportunities and
family l ife determines migration .

This level is differentiated from

the personal-structural level in terms of its emphasis on the subjective
evaluation and assessments of the environment.

It differs from both

levels, in being psychological rather than social.

The societal
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level differs from the other two by not taking the individual into
consideration.
I.

The following outline summari zes Kammeyer's model:

The Societal Level
A.

Economic Factors:

Here, migration is influenced by

changes in the economic institution.

Conditions such as economic

growth, economic decline, recessions, and depressions influence the

volume and the direction of migration.
B.

Family Factors:

Another inf luence on migration would be

the loosening of family cohesion and a decrease in the familial
functions resulting from the intrusion of other institutions and other
institutional changes.

For example, in the past the family played an

important role in the socialization and education of children .
was accomplished within the nuclear family.

This

Today, this function,

to a large extent, has been assumed by the educational institution as
the child's education is mostly obtained outside of the family.

Other

institutional changes may affect the family structure and thus migration.

For examp le, according to Kammeyer,

new laws may produce changes in the social security or
medical care systems and thus affect the responsibilities of
the grown child toward his aged parents. The overall result
of an increase in such services would be to allow greater
freedom of movement for the children, because the obligations
and responsibilities toward their parents would be reduced.l
II.

The Personal Structural Level
A.

Economic Factors:

Career changes, such as dismissals,

transfers and promotions, may produce migration.

1 Ibid., p. 68.

Migration may also
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occur when individuals acquire new jobs or change occupations.

Other

personal economic conditions, such as cost of moving, homeownership,

e tc., may be related to migration.
B.

Familial Factors:

The life cycle stages of the indi-

vidual and family influence migration.

Migration is also known to

be more frequent in young adulthood, upon entry into union, and in
families o f smaller size .
III.

The Personal Psychological Level
A.

Economic Factors:

"Migration may be determined by the

attitudes that individuals have about their economic circumstances
and opportunities."

1

That is, aspirations that people hold toward

economic success and upward social mobility may be related to migration.
B.

Familial Factors:

Attitudes and values about family

life and kinship groups may influence the migration process.

That is,

migration may be related to attitudes toward family cohesion and
attachment including obligations And responsibilities.
Kammeyer concentrated his analysis on the economic and familial
factors at each level which is typical of most research on migrat ion
determinants.
analysis.

However, it is possible to add other variables to the

It may be more appropriate to use the term "social" instead

of "familial factors" as a gene ral heading which can be subdivided
furth er into:

familial, other relatives, friends, etc.

Kammeyer's

model does not completely exhaust all the level of analysis.

A level

which corresponds to the emergent patterns of collective organization
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among individuals is not enclosed.

1

However, this model does enable

the researcher to designate factors and make a more systematic analysis.
At this junction, an integration of Lee's and Kammeyer's mode l s with

some modification would appear to be a viable approach.

The following

diagram (Figure 2) combines the models of Lee and Kammeyer's with some
modification.
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Diagramic presenta tion of the combined models of Lee
and Kammeyer

1For a further discussion of level of analysis, the reader is
referred to Jonathan H. Turner, The Structure of Sociological Theory
(Homewood, Illinois: The Dorsey Press, 1974), Chapter 16.

It is not the purpose of this study to prove or disprove this
model, but to use it to assist in selecting the choice of the level
of analysis.

It will be used as a heuristic device in the study of

the factors associated with the intention to migrate.
Since the present study is microscopic in nature and primarily
interested in the individual elements that are associated with the
process of migration (migration intention), it will operate within
the "personal-structural level" and
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personal-psychological level."

In this manner the relevant variables present are arranged in the
following order as to the level of analysis:
(Area of Origin)
I.

Personal Structural Variables
1.

Economic
Father's occupa t ion

Home ownership
Occupation
preference
2.

Social-demographic
Number of kin in and outside Utah
Father's education
Family status
Sex
Religion
Race
Number of times moved
Parents' length of residence
Student's length of residence
Pre-marital involvement
Parents' community satisfaction
Par ents' house satisfaction
Age expected to marry
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II.

Personal-Psychological Variables
1.

Economic

Occupational orientation
2.

Social-psychological
Family solidarity
Community evaluation
Interpersonal relation
Religiosity
The Signif icance of the Study

The st udy of migration is of significant importance to society's
functioning, institutional deve l opmen t, and individual needs .

It is a

topic worthy of study because of its important consequences for ongoing
social systems.

According to Shaw:

Mig ration, especially in the process of reg ional economic
development, urbanization, and i ndus tr ialization, is both an
important cause and effect of social and economic change.
Recognition of this fact is evident in developed and underdeveloped countries alike . Policy makers have become increasingl y
aware of the role of migratl on in balanced economi c growth and
innumerabl e socia l, psychological, ecological, and political
ramifications of present and projected patterns of population
redistribut io n. 1
Practically, the study of the migration process has significant
consequences fo r individuals and communities.

For the individual s ,

the migration process ideally puts them in a location where opportunities ar e mos t sui ted to their needs.

It is important to realize that

the needs are not all economic ones, but also include social-psychologica l requirements.

For the community, migration is important

because it is an important determinant of population size, compos ition,
and structure and hence of community's organizational structur e .

1 shaw, p . l.
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Research which focuses on decisions r egarding migration during the
young adult

st ~ ge

of the life cycle has important i mpli cations for

the potential migrants and for the communit ie s in which their edu cati on
i s received.

Sinc e education is costly, the loss of high school gradu-

ates may be viewed as a liability or as a loss of an economic inves tment
for the c ommunity.

Specifically , information concerning the migration

of youth may help establish policies which can be utilized for planning
and preparation.

The ret en t ion of the educated segment can be v iewed

as an asset for future community development.

Me thodo logically, the present study will help fill a research gap
in the study of migration.

Until recently aggregate data was the

principal method of studying migration.

This method is a ppropriate

for studying migration at the macro-level.

In order to fully underst and

the migration process , micro-level analysis is needed and a n appr opria te
method of collecting information at this level is necessary.
analysis is an important part of

t

1

Survey

oe so lution t o thi s problem .

Although it has contributed a great deal to the understanding of
the migration process, the use of survey research since the mid-1950's
still leaves a hiatus in explanation.
have concentrated on two extremes:

Studies incorporating thi s method

a focus on a very small rural com-

munity using a small sample and limited to one or two facto r s, and
national studies that lack the detailed analysis desired.
Employing survey research to study the migration of a cohort
consisting of high school gr aduates on the state level with an adequate
and representative sample will provide a substantial amount of unique
information.

The initial survey on which the present study is based
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provides i nformation about an individual's attitudes and conditions
just prior to a time where a move is most likely.
Theoretically, the present study will contribute to the understanding of the migration process, and hopefully to a general sociological theory on migr ation.

It will supplement the existing macro-

level analysis of the migration phenomena with a micro-level explanation.

Factors at the "personal-structural level" and the "personal

psychological level" will be investigated, and thus contribute to a
general framework for explaining migration.

According to Shaw, studies

dealing with subjective evaluation and perception in the decision to
migrate, personal-psychological level, and/or the role of various
social stimuli in mobility processes have been limited •

1

One of the

reasons for this limitation, mentioned by Shaw, is the lack and the cost
of survey analysis. 2

Since the present study is using the s urvey method,

this limitation is eliminated.

Thus, the possibility of studying

subjective evalua ti on and percept io n in the decl.sion to migrate has
become facilitated or at least more feasible.
J ust ification
Few even t s in life cor r espond highly with change in residence.
Graduating from high school, however, is one of these.

Becaus e res i -

dential loca ti on choice and career choice both provide a bas i s fo r
migration decision, initiat ing this study prior to graduation permits
1 shaw, P• 106.
2 rbid.
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the collection of information during an interval in which migration
plans are likely to be formulated.

Studies which focus on the migration

decisions at this stage of the life cycle have imp ortant implic ations
for both potential migrants and their respective communities.
Since only a limited number of panel studies have been attempted,
this research contributes to the understanding of the migration dec isi onmaking process of youth.
of actual migration.

The intention to migrate can be an indicator

According to Haller, migration performance in

adult life is substantially influenced by migration expectations of
youth. 1

Bohlen, Yoesting, Rossi, Lesli and Richardson, and Butler

have all indicated that intention to migrate is related to actual migration. 2
Limitation of This Research and
Preview of Thesis
Although limiting the scope of this study to Utah has some advantages, it also hati disadvantages.

Generalizallun of this study to

other areas is made difficult by the homogeneity of the State.

A

1 A.O. Haller, "Occupational Choices of Rural Youth, " Journal of
Cooperative Extension (Summer, 1966), p. 99.
2J. Bohlen and R.E . Wakely, "Intention to Migrate and Actual Migration of Rural High School Graduates," Rural Sociology, 15(1950), 328334; J. Bohlen and D.R . Yoesting, "A Longitudinal Study of Migration
Expectations and Performances of Young Adults," The Jo urnal of Human
Resources, 3(1967), 485-498; P. Rossi, Why Fami l ies Move (New York: The
Free Press of Glencoe, 1955); G. R. Leslie and A.H. Richardson, "LifeCycle, Career Patterns, and Decisions to Move," American Sociological
Review, 26(December, 1961), p. 898; E. W. Butler e t al., "Demographic
and Social Psychological Factors in Residential Mobility," Sociology
and Social Research, 48(1964), 140-152.
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second limitation arises from low item response rate.

Even though the

questionnaire response rate was fairly high (70 percent), item response
was not.

Several items were dropped from the analysis.

The uneven

response rate for the items used created further difficulties in elaboration.

The next chapter focuses on the review of literature relevant to
this research.

Chapter III deals with the methodology--sample design,

instrument, procedure, and definitions of concepts.

Chapters IV and

V are concerned with the analysis of plans, migration intentions and
patterns, and factors associated with the migration intention of
students.

Chapter VI is recaptulation, conclusion, and suggestion for

further research.
information.

The Appendix encloses the questionnaire and relevant
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CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
This review of literature will not attempt to discuss all the
studies of migration.

Instead, it will deal only with studies that

have theoretical and empirical relevance for an analysis of the initial
phase of volun tar y migration.

Research on high school students which

is related to migration intention will be emphasized.

Other studies

which contribute to an understanding of the decision-making in migration and which are related to the hypotheses of this study will
also be reviewed.
This literature review is composed of two sections .

The first

will deal with studies that have theoretical orientations to the study
of migration.

The second part focuses on empirical studies.

This dis-

tinction between theoretical and empirical literature, to some extent,

is not exclusive.

Even though the theoreti cal section may include some

empirical research, it does, however, portray mor e of a theoretical base.

Theoretical perspective

Illsley, Finlayson, and Thompson studied the motivation and
characteristics of int ernal migrants in Scotland as part of a sociomedical study conducted in 1960.

In their discussion the authors

indicated that:
The voluminous literature on migration differentials makes
depressing reading for those who seek generalizations about the
characteristics of migrants. Some facts and trends are clearly
established; these relate mainly to the kind of characteristics
which are readily available in census reports, particularly, age,
sex , marital status, and to a lesser extent t educational level

and occupation . Less is known about such important features as
physical and men tal health, intelligence and personality, or about
social, family or pe rsonal forces which unsettle people from their
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native environment or the aspirations which lead them to a new way
of life. This conclusion is as true to-day as it was advanced by
Thomas in 1938.1
After reviewing substantial volumes of literature on migration,
this writer tends to agree, to some extent, with the above quotation in

that the picture today is not much different.

In recent decades, however,

some progress has been made in shifting from aggregative macroanalysis
to microanalysis of the more subjective elements in the migration process
and several theoretical frameworks hav e been attempted.
Before 1950, the push-pull hypothesis dominated the field of migr ation in the explanation of the migration process and, in particular,
voluntary migration .

According to Goldsmith, there are at least two

major ways in which this hypothesis has been formulated.

First, mi -

as the result of objective socioeconomic dif erentials between areas of origin and destinations.
migration ar e

vi~wed ~s

t~e~ult

In-migration and out-

of pull and push factors.

The motives

and values of migrants are largely imputed from the objective socioeconomic conditions at origin and at destination .

This type of hypothe-

sis was referred to as the " imbalance hypothesis." 2

This macro-level

approach dominated the migration theorizing up to about 1950 and has
continued to play an important role to the present.
The second type of push-pull hypothesis, in addition to the objective cond itions at origin and destination, added the assumption of
the orientation of actors t o their situations.

In-migration and

1 R. Illsley, A. Finlayson, and B. Thompson, "The Motivation and
Characteristics of Internal Migrants," The Milbank Memorial Fund
Quarterly, 41(1963), 237.
2H.F. Goldsmith, "The Meaning of Migration: A Study of the
Migration Expectations of High Scho ol Students," unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, Michigan State University, 1962, pp. 35-36 .
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out-migration are viewed not only as the result of objective structural
conditions, but also of individual motivations.

According to Goldsmith,

to understand t he ac t of migration from the perspective of this type of
hypothesis, "the motivational push-pull hypothesis designates that one
must in some way operationally get at the migration orientations of
potential migrants." 1

After 1950, according to Goldsmith 2 and Shaw, 3

a number of studies restated the second version of the pull-push hypo thesis using a micro-level approach and operating within the action frame
of reference.

The above classification of migration studies can also be viewed
as corresponding with existing paradigms in sociolog y .

4

It is possible

to classify most of the classic migration studies and those which deal
with the "imbalance hypothesis" within the "social fact paradigm" and,
in particular, the structural-functional and macro-sociology approaches
which are part of this paradigm.

That is, studies which focus on

concepts (facts) such as time, cost, distance, industrialization,
urbanization,

busint ~;G

cycle, anti

~o

on, with r LJJ t lon to migration,

may be summed under the "social fact paradigm ."

Migration studies

which focus on the decision-making process and consider the individual
can be classified within the "social situation paradigm . "

The present

study, to a large extent, will operate within th is paradigm with the
view that an individual' s motivations and his orientation to his
lrbid., p. 37.
2 Ibid.
3shaw, pp. 105-116.
4ror a discussion of sociological paradigms see George Ritzer,
Sociology: A Multiple Paradigm Science (Boston, Massachusetts: Allyn
and Bacon, Inc., 1975).
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situation are significant in his decision to migrate or not to migrate.
Although the majority of studies before 1950 disregarded the individual
as a significant part in the migration process, a few general studies
have taken the individual into account.
Kiser, in 1930, investigated the extent to which subjective factors
affect the decision to migrate.

1

Kiser found that to understand why

ac tor s decide to migrate one must have knowledge of the manner in which
potential migrants evaluate their communities relative to alternative
situations; this is in addition to knowledge about the objective socioeconomic conditions existing in primary communities and in potential
destination communities.

He stated, "The basic cause of a voluntary

change of domicile is the desire to improve one or more specific conditions."2

Kiser also appeared to be aware of the need to consider

an actor's facilities and obligations as well as predispositions in
explaining why voluntary migration occurs.

Thomas, in her monograph

Research Memorandon! '!!1 Migration . r; ffe rentials, at tempted to sunnnarize

the migration literature up to 1938. 3

She made several important con-

tributions to the conceptualization of the role of motiva t ional orientations in an explanation of the initial place of voluntary migration.
Although her work focused on macroanalysis mig r a t ion, s he indicated t hat
1
c.v. Kiser, Sea Isla nd to City (New Yor k:
Press, 1932).
2
3
York:

Columbia University

Ibid., p. 166.
o.S. Thomas, Resear ch Memor andom on Migration Differentials (New
Social Science Research Council, Bulletin 43, 1938).
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an understanding of the initial motiva t ions that lead individuals to
migrate requires consideration of the motives which attract individuals
to new areas and of sources of dissatisfaction which drive them away

from other communities. 1

Similar to Kiser and Thomas, Lively and

Taeuber recognized that while socioeconomic conditions are important

factors affecting migration, they alone cannot account for migration.
On the basis of empirical evidence, they asserted that it is simply
not true "that when pr oblems are sufficiently acute i n any area people
will move to some place where living conditions are considered more
nearly adequate." 2

To understand why not all persons exposed to

simi lar objective conditions migr ate, they contended it was necessary
to consider subjective fac t ors. 3

Re ga r di ng motivation, the author s

also recognized that o t her noneconomic factors are also important i n

the decision to migrate:
Leisure time, grega r iousness, pr estige, freedom from primar y
group restrain ts, the gl amour o f t he city, and more extensive
community facilities ar e some of the factor s wh ich have always
motivated r ural- urban migr ants a s wel l as migrants f r om one
rural area t o ano th e r. 4

The above s tud ies onl y indir ec tly r ecognized the importa nce of
the s ub jec t ive fac t ors i n the migrat i on pro gres s.

No att empt wa s

ma de to or ganize these id eas into some kind of theoretical mod el .
1 r bid . , p . 41.
2c.E. Live l y and C. Tae ub e r, Rural Migration in the Uni t ed
State s (Washing t on, D. C.: U.S. Government Printing Offi ce, 1939),

p:-79:"
3 Ibid . , p . 80 .
4 r b id.
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Although these authors are credited for recognizing the problem and
advancing suggestions, they lacked the theoretical orientation which
is found in the following studies.
In a study of residential mobility in Philadelphia using survey
techniques and the household as the unit of analysis, Rossi attempted
to answer the question, what distinguishes a household strongly
desiring to move from one whose desires are to remain ?

That is, the

author was interested in the characteristics which best differentiate
between those who are inclined to move from those who are inclined to
stay . 1

Rossi used two major types of factors to answer the question:

characteristics of the structure of the household itself, and attitudes
toward the dwelling unit and neighborhood in which the household lived.
The structure of the household was defined in terms of age, household
size, and housing tenure preference.

Each one of these factors were

found to be associated with inclination to residential mobility.

They

"'ere combined to form a "mobility potential i ndex" with a high relationship to mobility.

Attitudes toward the dwelling unit and the neighbor-

hood were defined in terms of 14 housing characteristics with which the
individuals expressed dissatisfaction.
found to be inter r elated .

All of these elements were

Upon analysis, the 14 elements were resolved

into six dimensions by which individuals could express complaints.
These dimensions are:

"dwelling unit space,n "utilities, 11 "distance

cornplaint, 11 "physical environment," "social environment," and "housing

costs."

They were combined to form "complaint index" after 5 of them

1 P . H. Rossi, Why Families Move (Glencoe, Illinois:
1955).

The Free Press,
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were found to have a strong relationship to residential mobility.

1

Although each of the t wo indices explains residential mobility, combined
they have a stronger explanatory power.

We would contend that further

elaboration of relationships and consideration of other factors will
add to the explanatory power of the mode1.

2

Since the present model was derived and tested from small subareas
of the city of Philadelphia, it is suggested that it be restricted in
its application unless it is derived and tested in other residential
areas.

Intra-urban mobility may be different from rural-urban mobility .

Rossi's model set the stage for those who operate with the behavioral-attitudinal aspects of the decision to migrate or those who
operate within the "social definition paradigm."

In a sense, it can

be considered to be the first in this line of inquiry .
Using the same line of inquiry and similar concepts to Rossi,
Wolpert has advanced two models t o explain residential mobility or
migration. 3

These models are "plA~. e utility" and "stress - strains-

threshold" models of migration.

The second model has more in common

with Rossi's model.
The first model, "place-utility," deals with the implications of
locational decisions by individuals and groups under their reactions
to stress which is the cause of environmental forces.
is defined by Wolpert

"Place-utility"

as "the net composite of utilities which

1 rbid., second part.
2 rbid., p. 182.
3 J. Wolpert, "Behavioral Aspects of the Decision to Migrate ,"
Paper, Regional Science Association, 15(1965), 159-169.
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are derived from the individual's integration at some position in
space." 1

It is a func t ion of the household's experience o r attainment

at its present residential site.

According to Wolpert, after a com-

parison which is based on a s ub jective evaluation and weighing of
s ocial, economic, and other benefits with alternative places of residence, the individual assigns a "place utility" to his current place
of residence which influences his decision to migrate.

The evaluation

is largely based on the individual's perception of the situation.
Wolpert i ndicated that the individual's perception operates via "a
sampling process whose parameters are determined by the individual ' s
needs, drives, and abilities , and the degree of the accuracy of the
individual's action space." 2

In a follow-up paper dealing with residential mobility, Wolpert
introduced another dimension to the decision to move. 3

In addi ti on

to the evaluation of conditions and assigning "place utility" at the
current place of r esidence and othP r

el t ernativ~

places, the indi-

vidual' s decisions to relocate, according to Wolpert, is a function
of his ability t o cope with "stress."

The relation between

11

stress"

and "strain" is a significant factor in the decision to migrate.
relation is measured in terms of a threshold function. 4

This

This threshold,

1 Ibid., p. 162.
2

Ibid., p. 163.

3 J. Wolpert, " Migration As an Adjustment to Environmental Stress,"
Journal of Social Issues, 22(1966), 92-102.
4 Ibid., p. 93.
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in turn, is a function of the individual's experiences and the exp eriences or attainmen t s of his peers. 1

Although the two mode l s of Wolp ert were developed separately in
two papers, it is possible to treat them as one model by viewing one
model as an extension of the othe r.

While Rossi's model was inductively

derived and grounded in empir ical r esearch by the same author, Wolpert's
model is deductively derived without any empiric al references by the
au thor and the burden of proof was left to others.

Theoretically ,

since it is on a higher level of abstract ion, Wolpert's model is
superior and has stronger conceptual generality.

Without empirical

s upp ort , however, the model lacks a major scientific r equirement.

If

empirical val idat ion is possible, the model may offer strong explanatory
power and utility.

Since Ros si ' s model is derived from the combination

of severa l fac tors empirically shown to explain r esidential mobility,
it is possible to use it to partially t est Wolpert's model.
the "mobility potenti:t l index" and th e "complaint i nd ex

11

That is,

may be used

as measurements of "place utility" and "stress."

Rossi ' s and Wolpert's models both operate within the "social
situation paradigm," in particular, the interaction frame of reference.

This theoretical framework makes the assumption that the individual,
to a large exten t, c reates his reality; he is seen as an evaluator,
initiator, and to a large extent, free.

The proponents of these

models and others who operate with an action frame of reference should
be aware of the problems and limitations associated with such an
1
wolpert, Paper, Regional Science Association, p. 163.
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approach.

The int er a ction framework fails to take into consideration

those emergent for ces that go b eyond individual control and awar eness.
It is legitimate to opera t e within an action frame of reference if one
can keep the levels of analysis separate or at least be aware of the
problems of level mixing.
Operating within an action frame of reference and using a Weberian
orientation, Beshers advanced a theory of migration which focuses on
the individual and the household decision-making process. 1

The dec ision-

making process of the individual, according to Beshers, is influenced
by the individual's orienta tion to the situation.

This includes

"modes of orientation," social variables, and social-psychological
decision processes. 2
Beshers listed three "modes of orientation" which emphasize different
values used by the individua l in decision- making.

These "modes of

orientation" are the "purposive-rational mode," the "traditional mode,"

and the "short-run hedoni s ti c mod e . " 3
Weber 's types of ac tion . 4

These modes lar gely parallel

According t o Beshers, 5

when the i ndividual

a rr ives at a decisio n regarding migration us ing a "purpos i ve- rational
mode ," the decision entails an "extensive c alculation of consequences

of alternatives, including consequences far in the future, and the
lJ.M. Beshers , Population Processes in Social System (New York:
The Fre e Pr ess, 1967), chapter 5.
2 Ibid., p. 134.
3 rbid., pp. 135-141.
York:

4Max Weber, The Theory of Social and Ec onomic Organization (New
The Free Pr ess, 1947) , p. 175.
5B esher s , p. 135.
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capacity to adhere to a plan of action that will attain the future
goal."

In the "traditional mode," the decision-making of the indi-

vidual is influenced by customary constraints; while in the "hedonistic
mode," i t is influenced by the individual's desires and emotions .1
Beshers tends to see the decision-making of the individual or the
household in an industrial society as primarily influenced by the
"purposive-rational mode" of orientation.
orientation are less significant.

The other two modes of

Beshers' emphasis on the "purposive-

rational mode" is in line with action theory, in particular with that
of Weber's .

When Weber classified social action into four types, he

also emphasized the rational type of action, "zweckrational,

11

and

"wertraditional" as a major part of social action theory in industrial
society since they were amenable to interpretative understanding.
other two, "affectual action," and "traditional action,

fall outside the scope of social action theory.

2

11

The

frequently

While Weber's

exclusion of "affectu.::tl action" and "traditional" action from the

scope of action theory is a methodological problem, Beshers' exclusion
of the "traditional mode" and

11

hedonistic mode" from the scope of

decision-making is an empirical question and yet to be verified.

As

Lee has indicated, "the decision to migrate ... is never completely
rational, and for some persons the rational component is much less than
the irrational!")

This may be more accurate for the younger population.

1 Ibid., p. 35.
2weber, p. 175.
3Lee, p. 186.
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One should take into consideration the limitations of the social
action framewo rk. 1

A major assumption of social action theory is that

the individua l is an active, cr ea tive, evaluative, and relatively free
crea tor of his social world. 2

Strict adherence to this assumption may

preven t the analysis of emergent phenomena and other contr ols that go
beyond the individual.
Another "theory" which i s related to the behavioral aspects of
the decision to migrate and which to a lar ge extent operates within
the "socia l definition paradigm" is that of Everett Lee.

3

It is less

o f a theory and more of a general schema into which the migra tion process can be inves tigated.
migrate ther e will be:

According t o Lee, for every decision t o

(1) positive and ne gative factors assoc iated

with the area of origin, (2) positive and negative factors associated
with the area of destination, (3) intervening obs ta cles, and (4)
personal factors.

Although this model a ids the researcher in organizing

variables , it lacks t~1e explanatnrv power found in the previously

mentioned models, in particular Rossi's and Wolpert's.

In addit ion to

the lack of separation of the levels of analysis, Lee's model does not
specify the f actors involved.

In testing three of Lee's hypotheses

regarding volume of migration, McClendon and Kammeyer found no support
for one of them and only slight support for the other two.

They suggest

that perhaps these hypotheses received s light support because they were
1 For limitation of the action frame of reference, see Ritzer, op.
cit., p. 91; P. Cohen, Mod ern Social Theory (New York: Basic Books,
Inc., Publishers, 1968), pp. 69-64.
2 Ibid.
3Lee, pp. 181-193.
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stated by Lee on a macro-level, while his theoretical framework uses
social-psychological elements which are largely on the micro-level.

1

Another theoretical framework which fits into Lee's schema and operates
with all action frame of reference is that of Larry Sjaastad.

The

decision to migrate is based on continuous weighing of costs and benefits
at origin and destination.

The decision to migrate is reached after

the individual discovers an economic benefit of moving.
benefit is measured in terms of monet ary factors. 2

This economic

Since an underlying

assumption of this model is rationality, one can question its explanatory
power with regard to the decision to migrate.

As indicated earlier,

not all human decisions are calculated rationally and in pure economic
terms.

According to Speare et al., this model is difficult to t est as

it is hard to identify and measure all the relevant costs and benefits
in making a decision to migrate.

Further,

... the model assumes that every one is continuously weighing
costs and benefits and thus continually in the process of
deciding whe tl1 c : or not to 1 1 11 /~ .

While thjr: ;1s sumption may

hold for some prufessionals, it does not hold for most people.

3

Taylor advanced a theoretical framework which is similar to
Beshers.

4

Based on empirical re sear ch of case studies in Britain

1M. McClendon and K.C.W. Kammeyer, "Some Tests of, and Comments on,
Lee's Theory of Migration," in K.C.W. Kammeyer (Ed.), Population Studies:
Selec ted Essays and Research (Chicago, Illinois: Rand McNally Publishing
Company, 1975), pp. 214-220.
2L.A. Sjaastad, "The Costs and Returns of Human Migration," Journal
of Political Economy, 70(1962), 615-628.
3A. Speare, Jr., S. Goldstein, and W. Frey, Residential Mobility,
Migration, and Metropolitan Change (Cambr idge , Massachusetts: Ballinger
Publishing Company , 1975), pp. 169-170 .
4 R.C. Taylor, "Migration and Motivation: A Study of Determinants
and Types," in J.A. Jackson (Ed.), Migra t ion (Cambridge, Massachusetts:
Cambridge University Press, 1969), pp. 99-134.
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and using three levels of analysis, he derived a typology of migrants
that can be utilized to explain the factors and motives that are
associa ted with the decision to migrate.

The empirically derived

four migrant types are "aspiring," "dislocated," "resultant," and

" epiphenomenal."

Associated with each of these types are different

modes of orientation.

The decision to migrate could be analyzed in

terms of the modes of orientation associated with each type or in terms
of the types themselves since they are derived from observed objective,
structural and personal characteristics and an individual's perception
and evaluation of migration. 1

To fully understand the motives for

migra tion, according to Taylor, one should consider the constituents
of the model:
They are first, a degree of structural conduciveness or
strain. Seco ndly, the individual ' s perception and evaluation
of this strain. Thirdly, the presence of long or short-term
aspiration. Fourthly, the presence of a degree of dislocation.
Fifthly, the generalized belief that conditions are better
elsewhere. Sixthly, the objective feasibility of migration
as a project. A1 •d seventh, 1nd finally, the presence of
precipitating l . n tors or a 11 trigger. "2
Taylor's model has several elements in common with the previous
models mentioned in this paper:

Rossi's "potential" and "complaint"

indices; Wolpert's "stress -stra in" hypothesis; Lee's calculations of

positive and negative factors; and a striking similarity to Beshers'.
Two of the four types of migrants synthesized by Taylor, "resultant"
and "aspiring," compare with Beshers' "short-run-hedonistic" and

"purposive-rational," respectively .
llbid., pp. 120-124.
Zrbid., p. 132.

Theoretically, both Beshers and
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Taylor operate wi th an action frame of reference.
however, they differ.

Methodologically,

While Beshers deduced his ideal-type model from

Weber's typology of action, Taylor derived his types inductively from
empirical research.

Taylor's findings may provide some indirect support

to Beshers' ideal-type theoreti cal framework.
A model which builds upon the previous theoretical frameworks
was advanced by Speare.

Speare combined some of the elements of the

previous models described, in particular
"stress-strain" models.
process:

the "cost-benefit" and the

Speare identifies three stages in the migration

"(1) the development of a desire to consider moving; (2) the

selection of an alternative location; and finally, (3) the decision to
move or to stay." 1

The first stage, "the development of a desire to

consider movlng," is the most relevant to the present study and thus
will be the on ly one discussed.

Speare, in the first stage of mobility

decision-making, illustrated the determinant s impinging on a cons ideration of moving (See Figure 3) .
According to Speare,
Member s of individual households can be viewed as tied
to a particular location by bonds to other individuals,
attachment to a job, attachment t o a neighborhood-based
organization or other local bonds. The s trength of these
bonds is reflected in a general level of satisfaction, and
the higher the level of satisfaction, the less likely the
person to consider moving .2

1 A. Speare, Jr., "Residential Satisfaction As an Intervening
Variable in Residential Mobility," Demography, 11(1974), 173-188 ;
also found in a revised for in Spear et a1., op. cit., Chapter 7.
2

Ibid., p. 175.
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Individual or
Household
Character is tics

Location
Characteristics
(Housing, Job,
Neighborhood,
Region , etc.)

Re lative
Satisfaction
with
Residential

Consider
Moving

Location

Social
Bonds
Fig ur e 3.

Diagramic presentation of the first stage of mobility
d ecision-making in Spear's model

The decision t o migrate or t o consider moving is viewed in
t erms of the individual's level of satisfaction with his place of
residence.

The more the individual is satisfied wlll• his current

place of residence, the less likely he is to mi grate or consider
mov ing.

Residential satisfaction is assumed by Spear to depend on

the characteristics and aspirations of the household, the characteristics of the location, and social bonds.

1

Using multiple correlation and path analysis, Spear found that
the satisfaction index is strongly related to the wish to move and
acts as an intervening variable between the background indicators and
the wish to move.
1 rbid.
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Since satisfaction is a general concept , other researchers may
reach different conclusions depending on the indicators selected to
construct a satisfaction index.

This, however, should not be a

serious problem; one can check the validity of a particular index by
comparing it to other existing indices or related theories.
micro-level this model seems to have some potential.
further verification.

On the

It needs, however,

Another point, as this model is only a part of

a more extended one, it devotes more attention to the area of origin
than the area of destination.
The above review of the theoretical literature is related to the
micro-level approach to the process of migration, in particular
decision to migrate.
within an action frame

the

Most of the models discussed above operate
of reference.

Most portray the individual as

able to evaluate his environment and react to his evaluation.

The

individual's evaluation of his environment, whether positive or
negative, is seen t o be influenc< I by his charact e r (personality) and
the situation.

The decision to migrate is regarded as influenced by

the combination of personality and othe r structural variables .

A few

of the above models were derived inductively and partially ver ified.
Most, if not all, are in need of further testing and verification.

Empirical perspectives
Having discussed the theoretical literature most relevant to the
present problem, we turn to the empirical studies.

The following

discussion will focus on the research lacking a theoretical orientation.
That is, empirical generalizations are the primary concern of these
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studies.

This review will concentrate only on those studies which

are related to the present work, and, in particular, to those factors
which the present study are involved with.
The intention to migrate in the present study is viewed as a
function of the individual's reaction to his environment.
ment is regarded as a composite of several variables
individual attitudes toward migration.

The environ-

whic~

influence

Family attachment, inter-

personal relations, participation in activities, and community satisfaction are aspects of the individual social and physical environment.
The individual's reaction to his environment or to its components
influences his intention to migrate.

A positive reaction to the envi-

ronment is likely to be associated with the intention to migrate.

A

negative reaction, on the other hand, is likely to produce a different
response or behavior.

This discussion focuses on those empirical

studies related to this problem:

the environment and its components

and the intentions to migrate.
Murray, Jahoda, Sanford, and Wilson

independently

emphasize

the importance of the individual's environment to his spa tial mobility
or migra tion.

Murray perceives the individual in continuous interaction with
the environment, evaluating the environment in terms of his desires
and needs.

If the individual's needs and desires are not met by his

immediate environment, the individual will seek another environment.
Jahoda discusses the relationship between the individual and his
1 H.A. Murray, Exploration in Personality (New York:
University Press, 1938).

Oxford

1
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environment in terms of equilibrium or "bes t- fit"; that is, the indi vidual ' s characteristics a r e thought to be in line with a particular
environment.

In the state of "best-fit," the individual will achieve

higher perfor mance and satisfaction, while in the state of disequilibrium,
the individual ' s performance and sat i sfaction will decrease, and his
physical mobility may increase. 1

Similar to Murray and Jahoda, Sanford

has emphasized the interaction between the personality of t he individual and the chara cteristics of the environment.

Accord ing to Sanford,

if the characteristics of t he individual are not matched with those of
the environment, the individual may seek another one . 2

Wilson and

Newcomb suggest that the individual evaluates his situation .

According

t o these authors , students migrate to an environment which they feel or
perceive to be s uited to their desires a nd needs.3
The above studies do not specify the elements in the env ironment
that may contribu te to the ind ividua l' s positive or negative reaction.
To them, the environment as a sys ... " 111, rather than its units, is the

primary unit of anal ysis .

The fol lowing discussion, derived fr om

empiri cal resear ch , d ea l s with specific items in the environment th a t
inf luence the individual's attitude and behavio r toward migration.
The above generalizations were further elaborated on by Bacon.
1 M.A. Johod a , "A Social-Psycho log ica l Approach to the Study of
Culture," Human Re lations, 14(1961), 21-23.
2 N. Sanford, "Ends and Means in Higher Education,"~
Issues i n Higher Education (1962).
3E.D. Wilson, Colle ge Peer Gr oups (Chicago, Illinois :
Publishing Company, 1966) .

Ald ine
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Operating within a framework which was adapted from Harold Nix,

1

Bacon

asserted that:
Needs are broadly def ined to include both positive and
negative orientations of the actor to factors in his social
and physical milieu. These situational factors include such
variables as other actors, interpersonal relations, levels of
absolute and relative economic well-being (or a lack of it),
racial or ethnic prejudice, and climate. In any event, the
actor is assumed to perceive a lack of fit between his own needs
and the ability of his environment, including the social system(s),
to provide the means to satisfy them . The actor can perceive a
lack of fit between his and that of other actors, and between
his behavior and the norms and roles that constitute the structure
of his relationships within a system. In order to acquire a new
location within a social system, or in another sys tem, the pers on
may move to another physical location.2
Several authors have indicated the association between community
satisfaction and migration.

Dissatisfaction with one's community may

influence the individual's choice of location.

In a study of the

initial phase of voluntary migration, Goldsmith and Beegle put forth
the proposition that an actor's evaluation of the relative attractiveness
of a situation (location) is determinable by the actor's level of community satisfaction _nd his specification level. J

l his proposition

was verified in terms of seven hypotheses that relate the "desire," "consideration," and "expectation" to migrate to hte individual's level of

"community satisfaction" and "specification."

Two of the seven hypothe -

ses stated by Goldsmith and Beegle are:
1
H. Nix and F. Bates, "Occupational Role Stress:
Approach," Rural Sociology, 27(March, 1962), 8- 17 .

A Structural

21. Bacon, "Poverty Among Interregional Rural-to-Urban Migrants,"
Rural Sociology, 36(June, 1971), 133.
3H. Goldsmith and J.A. Beegle, "The Initial Phase of Voluntary
Migration, " Rural Sociology Studies, fJo . l(January, 1962), p. 3.
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(1)

An inverse r elationship exists between community sa t isfaction
and the desire to migrate, which is independent of specification level. 1

(2)

An inverse relationship exists between community satisfac t ion
and the consideration of migr ation which is independent of
specifica tion level. 2

Based on a random sample of 150 rural senior high school students
in Central Michigan, Schultze, Artz, and Beegle, in an ext ension of
the above study, gave f ur ther suppor t to t he inverse relationship
between community satisfaction and the desire to migrate.3

I n a study

of 439 rural youths in Kentucky, Youmans found out that 47 percent of
his sample expected t o remain home and 53 percent planned to move.

The

reason given by those wh o decided t o stay was that they l iked the people
in t hei r communi t y.

About 50 percent of those who planned to leave

gave the reason that their communi tie s were dull. 4

In a study based on

an area probability Hnmple of th < '" >1nn and sub urban r esident s of the
ci t y of Los Angeles, Butler, Sab agh, and Van Arsdol investiga ted the
relationship b e tween social-psychological and demographic variables
and re siden t ia l mobilit y . 5

With respect to social- psychological

1 Ibid. , p. 10.
2 Ibid . , p. 11 .
3R. Schultz, J. Artz, and J . Beegle, "The Measurement of Community
Satisfaction and the De cis i on to Migrate," Rural Sociology, 28(September,
1963), 279-283.
4E.G. Youmans, The Educational Attainment and Future Plans of
Kentucky Rural Youth (Lexing ton, Kentucky: Kentucky Agricultural
Experiment St a tion Bulletin 644, January, 1959), p. 42.
5E.W. Butler, G. Sabagh and M.D. Van Arsdol, Jr., "Demographic and
Social-Psychological Factors in Residential Mobility," Sociol ogy and
Social Research, 48(1964), 139-154.
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variables, the authors assumed that "housing satisfaction" and "neighbor-

hood sa ti sfaction" would be negatively related to moving intentions. 1
When the assumption was put to test, the hypothesis that housing satisfaction would be negatively related to residential mobili t y was substantiated, while the hypothesis that neighborhood satisfaction would
be related negatively to physical mobility was conditionally rejected. 2
The authors did not suggest why this mus t be the case.

Since physical

mobility is la r gely defined in terms of intercommunity mobility and the
short-distance move, one can speculate that "housing satisfaction" in

this case would be more differentiating (negatively related to physical
mobility) than neighborhoo d satisfaction.

The case may be different in

internal migration where the move is l onger and there is a possibility
of relations severance .

The above study by Butler et al . is different from the previous
studies mentioned with regard to community satisfac t ion in that it
deals with an urban and suburb an pApul ation rather than a rural one .
When separate analysis extends beyond the urban and suburban to the
rural, i t is possible that the relationship between "housing satisfaction,"
community satisfaction, and physical mobility may take a different
direction.

In a s tat istical analysis of attitudes to moving, based

on a survey of slum areas in Leeds , Wilkinson and Merr y gave furthur
support to the hypothesis of housing satisfaction and mobility.3

1

Ibid., p. 143 .

2rbid., pp. 150-151.
3R. Wilkinson and P . M. Merry, "A St atist ical Analysis of Attitudes
to Moving," Urban Studies (May, 1965), 1-14.
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In this study three hypotheses were tested.
are related to residential satisfaction.

Two of these hypotheses

The three hypotheses are:

First, the attitude towards movement is influenced by the
district or street in which the respondents live; second,
that it is determined by the standard of household amenities;
and third, that it is a function of factors to do with the
famil y such as the number of children and the amoun t of income.
The statistical analysis by Wilkinson and Merry gave fairly strong
support to the last two hypotheses. 1

This led the investigators to

remark that attitude towards moving is determined by satisfaction
and dissatisfaction with the present environment which is a function
of the household needs . 2

Based on their statistical analysis,

Wilkinson and Merry derived a framework within which the experience
of the populations studied in terms of mobility can be viewed:
It seems possible to conclude that the attitude to
movement might be defined as the result of comparing the
net gains or losses incurred by remaining in one place with
the net gains or losses incurred in the destination of the
move. Where the former outweighs the latter people will not
wish to move. We have implied that the chief gains and losses
likely to be considered by r ·-~ q pe ctive movers are (a) household
amenities, (b) family ties, (c) local (social) ties, and (d)
local environment amenities. The relative importance of these
set of fac tors is likely to vary according to the needs and
expectations of the individual family as determined by its
composition, age structure and income.3
In this study, housing satisfaction was a better indicator of
physical mobility than street or district satisfaction.
line with the findings advanced by Butler and others.

This was in
Again, perhaps

this is true because physical mobility implies a short distance move.
1

Ibid., P· 12.

2 Ibid.
3 Ibid.,

P· 14.
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This is also true in Wilkinson and Merry's research because it was
based on slum clearance areas in which mobility is obviously more
associated with housing satisfaction than neighborhood or district.
Using a sample of actual migration flows for Cedar Rapids, Iowa,
for a single year, Brown and Longbrake operationally assessed the
applicability of Wolpert's concept of "place utility." 1

Subjective

place utilities of households were inf erred from 48 socioeconomic
variables for 64 origin-d estination zones and sample of migration
flows. 2

Brown and Longbrake analyzed the relationship between en-

vironmental characteristics and the decision to seek a new residence
by using principal component analysis and multiple stepwise regression
analysis.

They discovered that relative mobility rates are highest

in neighborhoods possessing units of marginal quality to the norm for
the relevant zone type. 3

In a study of voluntary migration, based on

an interview with a sample of 556 respondents, Hannan investigated the
migration motives of 1rish rural m uth . 4

Using multiple cross-classi-

fication, Hannan examined the relationship between the following five
personal factors (motives) and the intention to migrate: 5
1 L.A. Brown and D.B. Longbrake, "Migration Flows in Intraurban
Space: Place Utility Consideration," Annals of the Association of
the American Geographers, 60(June, 1970), 368-384.
2 Ibid., p. 372.
3Ibid., pp . 376- 379.
4 n.F. Hannan, "Migration Motives and Migration Different ials
Among Irish Rural Youth," Sociologia Ruralis, 9(1969), 195-221.
5 Ibid., 196-198.
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(1)

Beliefs about one's ability to fulfill occupational
aspiration locally

(2)

Beliefs about one's ability to fulfill income aspiration
locally

(3)

Attachment to community

(4)

Attitude toward obligations to family

(5)

Attitude toward the physical and social amenities of local
community.

Of these independent variables, Hannan found that beliefs about
one's ability to fulfill occupational and income aspiration locally
were the most predictive.

The relative s trength of the association

as measured by Gamma were as follows:

With the first variable, .640;

with the second variable, .548; with the third variable, .355; with
the fourth variable, .302; with the fifth variable, .137.

1

Since

Hannan's study is based on the analysis of a sample of rural youths,
generalizations beyond that group 1 re restricted.

The relative strength

of each one of these independent variables may change, depending on the
type of area being investigated.

The economic conditions in rural

settings may confound the apparent association and the predictive
power of the first and second indicators.
As the following independent variables--beliefs about one's ability
to f ulfil l occupational and income aspiration locally, community satisfaction, family obligation, and attitudes toward the local community's
social amenities--are part of the individual's "place utility," it may
1 Ibid. ' p. 201.
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be possible to combine them to form an index .

This index can be

utilized to measur e the individual's reaction to his environment.
Migration intentions, in this case, will be predicted from a knowledge
of the positive or negative reaction of the individual towards his
environment.

The advantage of forming an index is in its combined

predic tiv e power and applicability to different residential areas.
Naamary, in a study of a sample of 344 rural household heads from
Tennessee, attempted t o determine the stages and factors underlying
the decision-making process in voluntary migration. 1

According to

Naamary, the decision to migrate consists of three consecutive stages:
"deprivation , " "predisposition to move," and "migration. 11

Each one

of these stages is a necessary condition to the stage following i t .
Predisposition to move is positively related to perceived deprivation
of employment opportunities, educational facilities, social and community ties and housing accommodation.

2

Using multivariate analysis,

Naamary ordered the ment ioned far t1rs in terms of their importance t o
the predisposition t o move:

deprivation to climate, educational

facilities, employment opportunities, community and social ties, and
hous ing accommodation. 3

In contrast t o the studies by Butler et al.

and Wilkinson, Naamary found housing satisfaction to be ranked low
in determining physical mobility.
1 s . N. Naamary, "Attitudes Towards Migration Among Rural Res idents:
States and Factors Involved in the Decision to Migrate," unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, University of Kentucky, 1971.
2 Ibid.
3Ibid.
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The above studies focused largely on community satisfaction
as it relat es to migration intentions.

The studies discussed in the

following section focus on the role of family and kinship in the
migration process.

It is assumed in the present study that the individual's family
of orientation plays a significant role i n his life situation.

This

influence is probably greater when the i ndividual is still dependent
on his immediate family both emotionall y and economically.

Through the

socialization process , and through economic and emotional dependence,
th e young a dult learns to evaluate his environment.

His evaluation of

his surroundings at this stage of life is largely influenced by his
" significan t" others, particularly his family of orientation.

At a

l a t er stage of his yo ung adult life, the individual confronts a
societal demand.

At this point he becomes independent and leads a

separate life situation .

The e xpectation of the larger society,

es pe c ially in industrial western societ ies, is that he should be
independ ent and t o a large ex tent self-sufficient.

Dependence on hi s

family of orientation, emotionally and economically, and the demand of
the larger society for independence and self-sufficiency, creates an
ambiguous situation for the young individual.

Resolving this conflict

dep ends on the ability of the individual to detach himself, at least
partially, from the family of orientation.
As long as society is composed of separate but interdependent
institutions, this is an unavoidable conflict.

Sooner or later the

individual must make the decision to move or not to move.

Usually

the decision will be in the direction of the societal expectations.
In the social system, societal values have a higher priority over
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familial values.

The ability of the individual to break away from

the fa mily of orientation is a function of the interaction between
the values of the family and the larger society and his readiness to
move which is also a function of his socialization.

The decision to

migrate or leave his family of orientation is contingent on the degree
of attachment to his family of orientation and his ability to reconcile
the conflic ting situation.

Research on family ~e lations, migration

attitudes, and behavior show conflicting findings.

Some studies

indicate th at a high degree of attachment to particularistic relationships (family) retards migration.

Other studies, on the other hand,

demonstrate the opposite.
The following review of literature will briefly address the
empirical literature on the relationship between family life and migration behavior or attitude towards migration or migration intentions.
In a case study of a Nidwest frontier community from 1857 to 1890,
Bieder investigated the relationship between kinship ties and migration.1

The role of kinship and family structure was analyzed.

Based on the analysis of secondary data, which were obtained from
historical records, Bieder found support for the assumption that
kinship ties functioned more persuasively in curbing out-migration.
The increase in extended family and the development of kinship
relations retarded out -migration . 2

Bieder also observed that lack

of available land and employment did not contribute to migration.
In other words, according to Bieder, "despite the scarcity of land
lR.E. Bieder, "Kinship as a Factor in Migration," Journal of
Marriage and the Family, 35(August, 1973), 429-439.
2Ibid. , pp. 434-437.
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and livelihood, most people did not emigrate, a fact which is best
explained through a functional interpretation of kinship." 1
It is possible to question the credibility of Bieder's s tudy on
several methodological points.

From the standpoint of data, secondary

information is always problematic and especially if it is derived from
an unreliable source.

The timeliness of the data is another limit ation;

comparability in this case is doubt ful.

Bieder's analysis lacked the

necessary statistical methods which control for o ther variables.

These

limitations make generalizations doubtful.
In a study of attitudes toward migration and family life in rural
areas in Kentu cky , Williams and Beers found that family ties were associated with low levels of out-migration.

2

Winch and Greer have reached a

similar conclusion; 3 they contend that non-migration is associated
with the maintenance of a n extended kin network.

The greater stability

in rural areas contributes t o familistic ties and stronger familialism.
A conditional inverse rela tionshj l he tween kinship tie s and migration
was indicated by Kohl and Benneth. 4

The authors found that a kinship

1 Ibid., p. 437.
2 R.M. Williams, Jr. and H.l.J. Beers, "Attitudes Toward Rural
Migration and Family Life in Johnson and Robertson Counties, Kentucky,
1941," Kentucky Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin 453, Lexington,
Kentucky, June, 1943, pp. 1-14.
3
R.F. Winch and S.A. Greer, "Urbanism, Ethnicity and Extended
Familialism," Jour nal of Marriage and the Family, 30(February, 1968),
40-45.
4 s. Kohl and J. Benneth, "Kinship, Succession, and the Migration
of Young People in a Canadian Agricultural Community," International
Journal of Comparative Sociology, 6(March, 1965), 95-116.
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system tends to influence its members in the selection of place of
residence.

The family system of rural residence, however, has stronger

e ffects in keeping their young on the farm than other residence areas.
In a different cultural setting, MacDonald and MacDonald, in studying
motives and objectives of migration, reached a similar but conditional
conclusion.

1

In their study of rural-urban migration in Guayna, Venezuel a ,

a question was put to the respondent s who were classified in ruralurban residence:
capital? 2

Why did you not migrate to the state or federal

The response to the question is given in the following

table (See Table 2).

From the table it is evident that family con-

sideration is a major factor in not migrating.

A clear pattern emerges

when the importance of family considerations for not migrating to the
state or federal capital is compared between the three categories.
Rural respondents in private housing have a similar response
of family considerations

in terms

to not migrate to either city, and more than

the other two categories, emphasize family consid e ration as a reason
for not moving to the federal city.

MacDonald and MacDonald concluded

their argumen t in regard t o their findings in the foll owing:
While the Vivienda rural residents share with the next
most modern group, city residents, a strong feeling for economic
calculations and motivations, they share with the more traditional
rural folk a feeling for the "rural way of life," and emphasis
on family and kin ties. Their satisfaction with their housing
environment compensates for loss of increased income. The rural
folk in private housing have lower stated aspirations for both
housing and employment. ThJ.s relative lack of discontent,
1
L.D. MacDonald and J.S. MacDonald, "Motives and Objectives of
Migration: Selective Migration and Preference Toward Rural-Urban Life,"
Social Economic Studies, 17(1969), 417-437.
2

Ibid., pp. 425-428.

Table 2.

Why did you not migrate to the state or federal capital?

City
respondents

Reasons

To State
Capital

To Federal
Capital

Rural respondents
Rural respondents
Rural respondents in
in private housing
Vivienda rural housing

To State
Capital

To Federal
Capital

To State
Capital

To Federal
Capital

% Total response

% Total response

Lack of work

32.0

16. :

22.5

14.8

9.2

10.5

Family consideration

25.8

12.9

22.5

28.4

26.3

13.5

Distance

20.3

18.1

11. 3

8.6

19.7

15.8

Housing shortage

10.9

***

8.8

16.0

11.8

10 . 5

Too hot

***

***

5.0

***

19.7

***

Lack of funds

***

17.2

***

10.5

76

79

N

128

116

***
80

9.9
81

% Total response

***This item was not asked for this category.

Reconstructed from MacDonald and MacDonald, Ibid.
l.n
l.n
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combined with the perception of "family" as both a limiting and
determining factor in the balance of co nsiderations in the
decision to migrate seems to maintain this group of people in
the traditional way of life.l
If the above quotation is warranted, then the hypothesis of the
inverse relationship between family attachment and the intention to
migrate utilized in the present study would be different in rural
areas than in urban and metropolitan areas .

Rural areas are charac-

terized by a traditional way of life which is supportive of familialism.
The MacDonalds' findings, however, are conditional.

Kinship ties

operate to deter migration only when kinsmen do not have migration
experiences. 2

Although the ability to fulfill occupa t ional and income

aspiration locally were found by Hannan to be the most predictive of
the intentions to migrate, family cohesiveness and obligation were
also found to be associated with migration intentions. 3

While 45 percent

of those with no family obligations intended to migrate, only 23 percent
of those with a high level of family obligation intended to migrate . 4
When other factors are considered, family attachment, although still
important, decreases in its predictive power.

In Goldsmith and Beegle's

study, of those who considered migration and have strong loyalty
attachment to their families, 70 percent expected to migrate; while
of those who considered migration with weak loyalty attachment to
1 Ibid., p. 434.
2

Ibid.

3Hannan, p. 201.
4

Ibid.
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the i r families, 83 percent expected to migrate.

On the other hand, of

those not considering migration with strong loyalty attachment, 27
percent expected to migrate; while of those who are not considering
migration and have a weak loyalty attachment, 20 percent expected to
migrate. 1

Family attachment in this case seems to be more influential

when the respondents are considering migration but less important when
they are not considering migration .

When further elaboration is con-

sidered, the relationship becomes clearer.

Goldsmith and Beegle , con-

sidering other variab l es, substantiated the following hypothesis:
For students who are co nsid ering carrying out an act of
migration, students who have relatively strong par t icularist i c
attachments to significant alters in their primary communities
who are not migrating but do not have relational facilities
are less apt to expect to migrate than (1) students who have
strong attachment and relational facilities, and (2) students
who do not have a great need for relational facilities (students

~~~td: 1 ~~~sh~~et~~~~n~r~::~~c~!::~~~~~e:t!~~h:;:t~ 0 ~om~~;:~i~;). 2
Similar results were found by Crawford in his study of the relationship between famil y a ttachment, fJmily support, and migration plans. 3
Based on a sample of 790 senior high school students, Crawford found
evidence to support the assumption that individuals with high attachment
to the f amily of orientation are les s l ike l y to plan to migrate than
those with low attachment; of those with low family attachment, 49
percent planned to migrate; while 37 percent of those who have high
1 Goldsmith and Beegle, pp. 59-60.
2
3

Ibid., p. 11 and pp. 55-60.

c.o. Crawford, "Family Attachment, Family Support for Migration
and Migration Plans of Young People," Rural Sociology, 3l(September,
1966), 292-300.

58
family attachment planned to do so.

1

When partialing was carried out

and another factor, family support, was considered, the relationship
appeared to be conditional.

It was found that those who have high

attachment but receive no support from their families are less likely
to migrate than those with low and high attachment who receive support
from their families of orientation. 2
Although the findings of Goldsmith and Beegle, and Crawford
indicate the dual role of the family as a determinant in the migration
process, they have some limitations.

Several essential control variable s

were not i ntroduced which might have influenced the conclusions.

Further,

the studies were conducted in rural areas, restricting generalizations
to other residential settings.

For a higher level of generalization,

the hypothesis should be tested in different types of residential areas.
With the exception of the studies by Crawford, Beegle, and Goldsmith
(who have suggested the dual role of family cohesion in migration),
the above mentioned studies have sr ressed its inhibiting aspects.

The

following studies by Litwak and Hubert stress the facilitating aspect
of family cohesion.
In a study based on a sample of 920 adults in Buffalo, New York,
Litwak found that those with close family identification wer e as likely
to leave their families for occupational reasons as those with little
family attachment. 3

In addition, the family was found to play a

1 Ibid., pp. 297-298.
2

Ibid., pp. 298-299.

3E. Litwak, "Geographic Mobility and Extended Family Cohesion,"
American Sociological Review, 25(June, 1960).
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supportive role in the migration process, giving financial support
for its migrating members seeking better opportunities.

It was also

found that family ties were maintained after physical separation fr om
the family .

1

A similar finding was presented by Hubert in his survey

of 167 adults in London.

2

The association between the numb e r of relatives and kin in the
area of destination and expected migration of senior high school students
can be viewed thr ough the impact of the family and kinship on migration.
When some members of the family or kinship system have already migrated,
or have migration experiences, the family may operate as a facilitating
mechanism; that is, it gives its members both information and financ i al
support.

According to Shaw, when kinship ties are associated with non-

migration it would appear to be attributable to the fact that r elatives
did not migrate previously. 3
a survey in Taiwan.

The same point was advanced by Spear in

According to Speare, if all relatives live close to

one another, the desl.re to live ' '

1r

one's famil v a nd kin and the

obligations to the extended family may inhibit migration.

In addition,

once some family members have moved or experienced migration, it is

much easier for others to move and/or feel indifferent about staying or
1

Ibid., p. 385.

2 J. Hubert, "Kinship and Geographic Mobility in a Sample from a
London Middle Class Area," _International Journal of Comparative Sociology,
6(1965)' 61-81.
3 shaw, p. 115.
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moving.

1

Several other studies have indicated the influence of the

location of relatives on migration. 2
Other surveys, controlling for occupation and social class
background, suggest that the migration patterns of lower working class
people are more inf luenced by the number of relatives in the area of
destination than the middle class category which is less influenced by
kinship relations. 3

This leads to the expectation in this study

that

students of working class backgrounds with relatives living in other
areas will be more likely to migrate than those without relatives and
those from middle class backgrounds.

However, the pattern may differ

from one residential area to another.

That is, the effect of social

1 A. Speare, Jr., "The Determinants of Migration to a Major City in a
Developing Country: Taichung, Taiwan," Population Papers (February,
1973), 153, and 167-208.
2 R.H. Turner, "Migration to a Medium Size American City: Attitud es,
Motives and Personal Characteristics Revealed by Open-Ended Interview
Methodology," Journal of Social Psychology, 80(1949), 229-249; L.
Blumberg and R. Bell , "Urban Migr J lio n and Kinshj r Ties," Social Problems,
6(1959), 328-333; B.H. Lubeke and J.F. Hart, "Migration from a Southern
Appalacian Community," Land Economic, 34(1958), 44-53; S. Brown et al.,
"Kentucky Mountain Migration and the Stem Family: An American Variation
on a Theme by Le Play," Rural Sociology, 28(March, 1963), 48-69; J.S.
MacDonald and L.D. MacDonald, "Chain Migration, Ethnic Neighborhood
Formation, and Social Networks," Milbank Memorial Fund Quarterly, 42
(1964), 82-97; C. Tilly and C.H. Brown, "On Uprooting Kinship and the
Auspices of Migrations," International Journal of Comparative Sociology,
8(1967), 139-164; E.M. Matthews, Neighborhood and Kin (Tennessee:
Vanderbilt University Press, 1966); E.A. Wilening et al., "Role of the
Extended Family in Migration and Adaptation in Brazil," Journal of
Marriage and the Family (November, 1968), 692; H.M. Choldin, "Kinship
Networks in the Migration Process," Demography, lO(February, 1973),
163-175.
3Blumberg and Bell, op. cit., p. 332; T.P. Omari, "Factors Associated
with Urban Adjustment of Rural Southern Migrants," Social Forces, 35
(1956), 47-53; Jitodi, op. cit., pp. 51-53; Tilly and Brown, op. cit.;
H.K. Schwarzweller and J.S. Brown, "Social Class Origins, Rural-Urban
Migration, and Economic Life Chances: A Case Study," Rural Sociology,
32(March, 1967), 5-19.
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class (occupation) and relatives on the intention to migrate may be
different fo r those students who r eside in rural areas than fo r th ose
who live in urban and metropolitan areas.
Bas ed on aggregate data f rom State Eco nomic Areas and survey data
f rom a small community, Hendrix examined economic and kinship influences
on migration a t the micro- and macro-level.

1

From the response of 111

ou t-migrants at the mic ro-leve l, Hendrix found a tendency for people
to relocate in communities where they have relativ es.

Also, it was

found that this type of migration is more pronounced among working class
people.

About 68 per cent of the migrants of working class b ackgrounds

move to localities where relatives live, while 40 percent of the mi ddle
c lass migrants do so. 2

According to Hendrix:

Much of the migration to particular communities can be
characterized as intra- family chain migration in the sense
that two or more members of a sibling group move to the same
place. Out of 177 sibling groups, ranging in size from only
children to over ten siblings, 61, or about one-third, show
evidence of having experienc ed chain migration since leaving
high school.3
Rather than presenting the reviewed s tudies on migration
selectivity and differentials, ins t ead only summary-conclusions of
some of the relevant facto r s to the present study will be stated.
From reviewing some of the empirical research on selectivity and
differentials, it appears that the movement of people in the United
States is not a random phenomenon.

Ra th e r, specific forces are at work.

1
1. Hendrix, "Kinship and Economic-Rational Migration: A Comparison of Micro- and Macro-Level Analysis," The Sociological Quarterly,
16(Autumn, 1975), 534-543.
2Ibid., pp. 538-539.
)Ibid . , p. 539.
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Specifications of the factors that affect migration, however, are not.
ye t completely estab lished .
factors does exist . 1

However, tentative agre emen t as to some

The following conclusions were believed by this

author to be most relevant t o the present research:
1.

Generally, the tendency to migrate is to some extent selective
with respect to sex.

2.

Females tend to migrate from rural areas at higher rates than
males.

3.

There is a tendency for married people to migr ate at higher
rates th an single people .

4.

Genera lly, the tendency to migrate i s related positively to
educational attainment .

5.

Genera lly , those of whit e-co lla r occupations are more likely
to migr ate than those of blue-collar occupations .

6.

There is a tendency fo r th ose renting accommodations to migrat e
than home owners.

7.

There is a tendency of non-ru ra l yo uth t o a spir e to high e r

8.

Rural people tend to mig rate at higher rates than do urban

educati ona l and occupational goals.

and me tropolitan people.

The direction of migrations from

rural t o urban .
1
s ee studies by R. Paul Shaw, Migration Theory and Fact, 1975;
Elizab e th Suval, Selectivity in Migration : A Review of Literature,
Technical Bulletin 209 (Raleigh, N.C.: North Carolina St a te University,
Agricultural Experiment Station, 1972); Daniel 0. Price and Melanie M.
Sikes , Rural-Urban Migration Research in the United States (Bethesda,
Maryland: U.S. Department of Health, Educa tion, and Welfare, Public
Hea lth Service, National Institut e of Health, 1975); and Ray Giehls,
J r., "Migra t ion Pat terns of High School Graduates fro m Three Selected
Ar eas of Kentucky," unpubl ished Ph.D. disser t a tion, Universi t y of
Kent ucky, 19 71.
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Hypotheses
With this brief review of migration literature relevant to the
purpose of this study, the following factors stated in the null
hypothesis form will be t ested:
1.

There is no significant difference between father's occupation
and son's/daughter's migration intention.

2.

There is no significant difference between house ownership
and student's migration intention.

3.

There is no significant association between student's family
of orientation status and his/her migration intention.

4.

There is no significant difference between student's father's
education and student's migration intention.

5.

There is no significant differ e nce between parents' house
satisfaction and son's migration intentions.

6.

There is no significant difference between parents' community
satisfaction and son's

7.

m1.~cation

intention s.

There is no significant association between student's kin in
another community in Utah and his/her migration intention.

8.

The re is no significant association between kin outside Utah
and student's migration intention.

9.

There is no significant differ ence between parents' length of
residence in current place of residence and student's migration
intention.

10.

There is no significant difference between student's length of
residence in current place of residence and her/his migration
intention.
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11.

There is no significant association between the number of
times a student moved in the past and her/his migration
intention.

12.

There is no significant difference between student's "premarital-marital involvement" and his/her migration intention.

13.

There is no significant difference between the sex of the
students and their migration intentions.

14.

There is no significant difference between the age at which

15.

There is no significant difference between students' religion

the student expects to marry and his/her migration intention.

and their migration intentions.
16.

There is no significant difference between the race of the
student and her/his migration intention.

17.

There is no significant association between student's occupational preference and his/her migration intention.

18.

There is no significant association between student's work
orientation and her/his migration intention.

19.

There is no significant difference between student s' evaluation
of their communities and their migration intentions.

20.

There is no significant associa t ion between students' interpersonal relations and the i r migration intentions .

21.

There is no significant difference between students' family
solidarity and their migrat i on intentions.

22.

There is no significant difference between s t udent 's religiosity and his/her migration intention.

The concep tual and operational definitions of the major concepts
of thes e hypotheses are included in the next chapter .
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CHAPTER III
METHODOLOGICAL ORIENTATION
The Design of the Study
This chapter presents the strategy of the research and the
problems which were encountered during the research process.

It

includes a discussion of the population under s tudy, sample design,
instrument, method of analysis used, conceptual and operational
definitions of concepts used, and the problems which emerged during
the actual research process.

Intention to migrate, an integral part of the general migration
process, is the main focus of this study.

Graduating high school

students of the 1975 class in the state of Utah comprise the study
population.

The unit of analysis is the individual high school

student.
Survey research was the principal method for collecting information regarding the intention to migrate.

An instrument dealing

with demographic, economic, and socio - psychological variables was
adminis t ered to a multi-stage stratified random sample of Utah ' s
senior hi gh school graduates.

Other background information about

their communities was obtained from secondary data.
Sample design
The popu lation from which the sample was drawn consisted of all
senior public high school males and females in the state of Utah
during the end of the academic year of 1974-1975.

The 29 counties
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in the state of Ut ah support 92 high schools and as of 1975 the total
population of senio r students in these schools was 22 , 000 .
stage stratified r andom sample of 3 ,600 was selected.

1

A multi-

Data were

obtained for a full 70 percent (2 , 500) of the total sample .
A large sample was requi r ed as this work is a part of a larger
longitudinal panel study.

As major focus of the st udy is on the

differentiation between rural , urban, and metropolitan students i n
terms of their intended and actual migration, thus, a st r a t ified random
samp l e was necessary and 1,200 s tud en t s were drawn from each of the
three levels of urbanization.
Initially, samp l e selec t ion consis t ed of classifying all 29
counties i n the state of Utah into thr ee groups:
metropolitan.

rural, urban, and

Since degree of ur bani zation was the objec t ive of the

classification, the criter ia used was primarily in terms of the size
of the urban population in t he counties.

Those coun ties with no

community of 2 , 50 0 inhab i tants or mor e were classified as rural,
those coun t ies cont aining an urban place of 2,500 inhabitants but
less than 50, 000 were categorized a s urb an, and those with communities
above 50,000 were desi gna t e d as me tropolitan (SMSA). 2
ca tion res ulted in the following d is tr ibution:

This classi fi-

four counties were

part of standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA) and, therefore,
were classified as metropolit,an; thirteen were considered urban; and
twelve we re designa ted in the rur al category .

The classification was

1 utah State Board of Educatio n, Utah Public School Directory 19741975, Salt Lake City, Utah .
2sMSA, Standard Metropolitan Stat is tical Area, is a city or combination of cities of 50,000 or more inhab i tants. For its complete
defi ni tion and c rit er i a , see Noel P. Gist and S .F . Fava, Urban Society
(New York: Thomas Y. Crowell Company, Inc., 1974), pp. 67-70.
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based on the 1970 census data which identified places by size and by
whether they were part of standard metropolitan statistical areas.

The

population distribution for seniors within this classification was as
follows:

15,000 senior students in metropolitan counties, 6,000 in

urban, and about 1,200 in the rural counties.

In order to insure

comparable analysis and adequate representation, 1,200 students from
each category were needed.

Thus, a 100 percent sample (1,200) of

seniors was drawn from the rural counties, a 20 percent sample (1,200)
from the urban counties, and an 8 percent sample (1,200) from the
metropolitan counties.
The second step in drawing the sample was the random selection
of schools from each group of counties, with the exception of rural
counties since all seniors were e numerated.

The objective was to

obtain a 1,200 student sample in each division.

In most cases the

total senior class of each school selected was questioned.

Exceptions

to this procedure were the five metropolitan schools and two of the
urban schools.

In the latter schools the number of seniors exceeded

the number needed to complet e the sample for metropolitan and urban
categories.

In these two instances,

11

teacher-classes"

1

of seniors

from each of these schools were randomly selected and all member s of
those classes were tested (See Table 3 for sample distribution and
response rate).
The reasons for collecting information from an entire school
population are:

first, it facilitates gathering of information since

1 Teacher-class refers to the teachers in charge of specific
classes for at tendance and other a r rangements.
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Table 3.

County

Distribution of the sample by school, the community where the
school is located, and the county

Communit y

School

Sample

Respons e
N
%

72

Rural
Beaver

Beaver

66

25

38

Milfo rd

Milford

34

29

85

Daggett

Manila

Manila

ll

Duchesne

Tabiona

Tabiona

Altamont

Altamont

Roosevelt

Union

Beaver

Emery
Garfield

Kane

Millard

18
57

27

20

74

135

109

81
100

Green River

Green River

20

20

Castledale

Emery County

97

68

70

Tropic

Bryce Valley

14

12

86

Panguitch

Panguitch

33

23

70

Escal ante

Escalante

37

18

49

Orderville

Valley

18

13

72

Kanab

Kanab

44

36

82

Fillmore

Millard

58

57

98

Delta

Delta

98

63

64

Morgan

Morgan

Morgan

98

60

61

Piute

Junction

Piut e

27

23

85

Rich
San Juan
Sanpete

Summit

Wayne

Laketown

North Rich

10

10

100

Randolph

South Rich

13

12

92

Monticello

Monticello

53

18

34

Blanding

San .Juan

92

81

88

Gunnison

Gunnison

Mt. Pleasant

North Sanpete

Manti

47

47

100

105

83

80

Manti

42

13

31

Park City

Park City

35

33

94

Kamas

South Summit

39

31

79

Coalville

North Summit

49

28

57

Bicknell

Wayne

41

32

78
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Table 3 (continued).

County

Community

School

Sample

Response
%
N
55

Urban
240

173

72

East Carbon

54

15

28

Eureka

Tin tic

13

10

77

Nephi

Juab

85

52

61

Wendover

Wendover

34

Dugway

Dugway

36

34

94

Grantsville

Grantsville

95

43

45

26

20

77

Cache

Logan

Logan

Carbon

Sunnyside

Juab

Tooele

0

Enterprise

Enterprise

St. George

Dixie

211

107

51

Uintah

Vernal City

Uintah

226

154

68

Wasatch

Heber

Wasatch

137

30

22

Washington

77

Metro
Salt Lake

Sandy

Jordan

240

156

65

Salt Lake

East

240

195

81

Skyline

240

226

94

Utah

Springville

Springville

240

181

75

Weber

Ogden

Weber

240

163

68

71
respondents are aggrega t ed in few locations, this reduces costs and
time; second, simultaneous partic ip ation of the respondents with
possible help from the administration insures, to some extent, consistency and higher response rates; third, if analysis by communities
is desired, t his method appears more approp r iate; and fourth, in a
panel study tracking may be facilitated since th ere are fewer origins
than would be the case with a simple random sample.

Ins trument

The questio nnaire focuses on migration intentions but also covers

a wide range of items which were considered t o be related to expected
migration.

The items were designed to relate to the factors specified

by Lee's model, that is, factors at origin, fa ctors at destination, and
personality factors.

Some of the items derived f rom the literature are

scales with tested validi ty and reliability.

The questionnaire was

pretested and revised prior to administration (See Appendix).
Respondents were questioned as to their migration intentions and
plans , attitudes toward local community relationships (interpersonal
rela tions), l evel of attachment to their families, attitudes toward
the local community's social, economic, recreati onal amenities, atti-

tudes t oward other communities in which they intend to live, and personal
a nd social background characteristics.
The questionnaire included 43 open and closed-ended questions.
Standard and contingency questions were utilized.

The bracket method,

format responses, was used for checking answers for those
with more than one category.

que~tions

Unlike the standard pattern used in most

questionnaires, demographic or background items were presented at the
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end of the questionnaire while those factors directly related to the
problem were at the beginning.

The format for presentation of the 43

items was an 11-page, 9 X 6 booklet with a cover design of the "beehive" state.

Two methods of collecting information were utilized, an adminis tered and a mailed questionnaire.

The first was the method by which

most of the information was collected and the second method was used to
increase the response rate.

To distinguish the method of administering

questionnaires to respondents, the booklets were colored in blue and
white: the administered booklet blue; the mailed, white.
In May, 1975, the questionnaires were delivered to the schools by
graduate students and verbal and written instructions were given to
the respective classroom teachers to aid them in administering the
questionnaire.

In addition, a letter of explanation to the student

was provided in each questionnaire (See Appendix).

In 2-3 weeks most

of the questionnaires were mailed Lack or collec t <'d .
rate was 65 percent complete and 10 percent partials.

The response
To improve the

response rate, another set of questionnaires were mailed to the students

who had not completed a questionnaire at the schools.

This resulted

in a total response rate of about 70 percent complete, or 2,500 r esponses
from 3,600 potential respondents.

Since follow-up surveys were planned,

s tud ents were asked t o place their name and address and the name and
address of persons likely to know their address in the future on the
questionnaire.
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Methodological approach
The investigation focuses on identifying major differences
between those who intend to migrate and high school seniors who i nt end
to stay after graduation with separate and comparative analysis for
the rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents.

The methodological approach is largely descriptive and exploratory.
Proportions and crosstabulations are the principal methods of analys is
with the Chi-square and Gamma as the statistics used for assessing
differences and associations.
Conceptual and operational
defi nitions of concepts
Migration intention refers to the individual ' s aspiration or plan
to migrate or not to migrate.

An operational measure of migration intention is based upon the
response to questions about pos t-h igh school residential plans.

Those

respondents who indicate that they plan to leave their home communities
immediately upon graduati?n and those who indicate that they will spend
most of the remainder of their life-time in an area other than that of
their present residence will be classified as persons with intentions
t o migrate or the yes - category.
be classified as the no-ca t egory.

Those who intend not to migrate will
The ''Don't Knows'' or ''Undecided''

will be combined with the "yes-category" since they seem more likely
to be potential migrants than the "no-category" and their number are
not sufficient to be treated separately.
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This concept is measured by the following two questions:
Question 5 (Appendix, p. 200)
Most students seem to have several places in mind in which
they might live after graduation. Please complete the
c hart below about the places in which you are most likely
to live after graduation.
Question 7 (Appendix, p . 201)
Where do you think you are most likel y to live most of the
remainder of your life?
City
Sta te._ _ _ _ _ _ __
In both of the above two questions the respondents are asked to
indicate the city or place in which they intend to live .

Respondents

will be classified as to their migration intention by comparing their
present place of residence with one they intend to live in.

Respondents

who indicate a different place will be classified as students with intent
to migrate.

Those who indicate the same place will be considered as

ones with no intent to migrate.

In this case migration intention will

be dichotomized into yes and no categories.
Place of resid ence refers to the community and county where the
student resides, which is classified in terms of the degree of urbanization--rural, urban, and metropolitan.

The criteria used for this

classi f ication are prima rily in terms o f the size of the urban population
in the counties.

Those counties with no community of 2,500 or more were

classified as rural.

Those with over 2,500 inhabitants but fewe r than

50,000 were classified as urban.
wer e designated metropolitan.

Those with communities above 50,000

This concept is measured with census data

by identifying the size of the community where the students reside.
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Occupation and job preference ref er s to the nature of the work a
certain individual is involved with or to a certain activity he or she
aspires.

This study uses eight major occ upa tion gr oups accord in g to

which the occ upation of the student's father and the st udent 's career
prefe r ence wi ll be c lass ified.

The eight selected occupation groups

(categories) are r anked in terms of socioeconomic level.

The ranking

of the occupation categories accordin g to socioeconomic level was
adopted from Duncan and Duncan. 1

The names of the eight occupation

groups and their abbreviated titles are listed as follows:
(1)

Professional, techni ca l, and kindred workers ( Profes sional)

(2)

Managers, officials, and pr oprietors (Manager)

(3)

Sales worker s (Sales)

(4)

Clerica l and k indred workers (Clerical)

(5)

Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers (Craft)

(6)

Operatives and kindred workers (Operative)

( 7)

Service ,.,o,.kers (Servi r )

(8)

Laborers, farm labor, and farmers (Labor)

Categories 1, 2, 3, and 4 will be referred to as "white-collar"
occupations.

Categories 5 through 8 will be referred to as "blue-

collar" occupations.
The above two concepts are measured in terms of the following
two items:
Question 10 (Appendix, p . 202)
In the long run, what career (job) do you plan to engage in?
1 otis Dudley Duncan and Bev erly Dun can, "Residential Distribution
and Occupational Stratification," American Journal of Sociology, IX
(March, 1955), 495-497.
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Question 25 (Appendix, p. 205)
Present or last occupation of father:
Student's responses to these items will be classified in terms of
the above eight occupation groups.
Family solidarity refers to students' feelings and beliefs about
the level of their attachment to their families of orientation.
implies cohesion and a sense of obligation.

It

High family solidarity

refers to a high positive evaluation of the family of orientation.
low evaluation corresponds to a low family solidarity.

A

Medium level

refers to intermediate position between the two.
The concept is measured by the following item which is a scale
composed of four statements:
Question 24 (Appendix, p. 204)
Here are statements about how people may feel about their
families. Beside each of the statements listed below,
please indicate whether you strongly agree (SA), agree (A),
undecided (U), disagree (D), strongly disagree (SD) with
the statement with resf . · L to your own family.
a.
b.

One ought to discuss important plans
with his /her family

SA

A u

D SD

One should confide more fully in the
of his family

SA

A u

D SD

SA

A u

D SD

SA

A u

D SD

members

pleasant place in

c.

Home is the
the world

d.

A person should be willing to sacrifice everything to his family

most

These items were derived from the long form of the Minnesota survey of
opinion family scale. 1

Item analysis was used to partially check the

1 Edward A. Rundquist and Raymond F. Sletto, "Personality in the
Depression," Child Welfare Monograph, Series No. 12 (Minneapolis,
Minnesota: University of Minnesota Press, 1936), pp. 226-241.
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validity of the above statements.

The range of the correlation co-

efficient for the four statements is .68-.81.

The tot al score of the

scale ranged from 4-20 which is the combined possible total score on
the four statements.

Four indicates the lowest point of solidar ity on

the scale, while 20 indicates the highest.

This range was classified

to form three ordinal categories--high, medium, and low solidarity-on which the response will be classified as to the level of family
solidarity.
Interpersonal relations refers to the students' evaluations of
people in their communit ies with respect to their relationships with
each other.
tachment.

To a large extent, this concept implies community atA positive evaluation refers to community attachment while

a negat ive evaluation implies the lack of it.
The concept is measured by the following seven items:
Question 34 (Appendix, p. 206)
Here are statements tha t describ e how people in their own
local communities of ten feel about each o ther. Please
indicate the extent of your agreement or disagreement with
each statement regarding your own community. Follow the
same procedure as with question #24.
a.

Real friends are hard to find in this
community

SA

A U D SD

Almos t everyone is polite and courteous
to you

SA

A U D SD

People in this community give you a
bad name i f you insist on being
different

SA

A u

D SD

d.

I feel very much

SA

A u

D SD

e.

People are generally critical of
o thers in the community

SA

A u

D SD

b.
c.

belong here
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f.
g.

The community is very peaceful and
orderly

SA

A U D SD

You are out of luck here if you
happen to be different

SA

A U D SD

These statements were derived from a larger composite scale which was
constructed by Donald R. Fessler for measuring community solidarity.

1

Item analysis was used for checking the consistency of the statements.
Statement #f was dropped since it corresponds to another dimension of
community evaluation.

From .7 to .76 is the range of the corre l ation

coefficients for the six remaining statements.
The scale values range from 6, low interpersonal relations, to 30,
high interpersonal relations.

This was trichotomized into three ordinal

categories--h igh, medium, and low--of interpersonal relations on which
the responses will be classified .
Community evaluation refers t o the level of satisfaction of individuals to the horne community as assessed by their likes and dislikes
of the features or .-haracteristic ,; there.

The ccncept is measured by

the following question:
Question 33 (Appendix, p. 206)
Lis t about five characteristics (features) of your
community that you like most and five you dislike
mos t in order of importance.
In order to categorize the resp ondents as t o the degree of positive
or negative evaluation of their communities, a differencing procedure was
used.

Since respondents are asked to list the five fe a tures they liked

most a nd the five features they disliked most about their communities,

~onald R. Fessler, "The Development of a Scale for Measuring
Community Solidarity ," Rural Sociology, No. 17(1952), 144-152.
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it is possible to use the number of likes and dislikes a s the crit e ri a
for community evaluation.

Students who list more likes than dislikes

will be categorized as more satisfied with their communit y than those
with the number of dislikes exceeding the likes.

The score values

extend from 5 indicating highest positive evaluation to -5, lowest,
with zero, where the number of likes and dislikes are equal, indi ca ting
intermediate position.

This range was trichotomized to form an ordina l

measure of +, 0, and - categories.

The sign "+" stands for positive

evaluation, "0," intermediate, and" ,"negative evaluation .

Responses

will be classified using these categories.
By using the above procedure to assess community evaluation, the
intensity of a certain dislike or like and the i mportance of a certain
characteristic is not depicted.

Since the author is interested in

differentiating those who evaluate their communities negatively from
those who evaluate them positively, this index is appropriate.

Ident i -

f ying the importanc e o f a certait< t r a lt or chara c t e ristic, although
important, is relative and does not completely discriminate between
evaluators.

Dating-marital status refers to the degree of association a particular student has with the opposite sex.

This concept, to some extent,

implies commitmen t or obligation of one individual to the other which
eventually may lead to a shared life .
This concept was measured by the following question:
Question 37 (Appendix, p . 207)
lfuat is your marital status?
[
) Not dating any one person steadily
[
) Dating one special person but not engaged
[
) Engaged
[
) Married
[
) Other
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The above categories of the question are collapsed to form a
dichotomized ordinal scale in terms of relationships with members of
the opposite sex.

The first and th e last categor ies were combined to

form the non-involvement group .

The othe r three form the involvement

category.
Work orientation is defined in terms of the level of aspiration
an individual has.

This in turn is classified by two socio- cultural

norms or, at the individual l evel , personality patterns.
the norm of achievement and the norm of security.

These are

The norm of

achievement encompasses aspirations toward some desirable accomplishments
which are new and did not exist before.

This norm is accompanied by an

"open-ended" image of the future which impl ies upward social mobility.
Achievement orientation refers t o the complex of attitudes attached
to this norm.
the future.

The norm of security is accompanied by "closed-image" of
Aspirations here are limited to what has already been

achieved or secured.
is the pattern.

There is nn upward mobility.

Horizontal mobility

The complex of attitudes attached to this norm is

referr ed to as "security orientation. 11

The above concept is measured by the following question:
Question 11 (Appendix, p. 202)
Would yo u please rank th e things on the list below about
a job you would most prefer, which comes next, which
third and so forth?

A job in which :
a.
b.
c.
d.

Income is steady
Income is high
There is no danger of
being fired or unemployed
Working hours are short

Rank from 1 (most preferable)
to 6 (least preferable)
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Rank from 1 (most preferable)
to 6 (least preferable)

A job in which:
e.

f.

Chances for advancement
are good
The work is important;
gives a feeling of
accomplishment

The responses for the above items will be coded in the following
manner:

All students who assign for both A and C as 1, 2, or 3, or who

rank A and C higher than E and F will be classified as "security oriented."

Those who number both E and F as 1, 2, or 3, or who rank both

E and F higher than A and C will be classified as "achievement oriented."

All other combinations will be treated as unclassifiable.

1

This allows an analysis of categories for which difference in relationship to migration was hypothesized.
Family status refers to students' parents' marital union.

An

intac t union refers to one where the parents are still living together.
A broken one refers to one where the original union was dissolved.
This concept is operationalized by the following question:
Question 16 (Appendix, p. 203)
Are
[
[
[
[
[

your parents:
) Living together
) Separated
) Divorced
] Mother dead
) Father dead

The above categories in the question are combined to form two categories:

Broken and intact family status.

refers t o intact family.

The first (Living together)

The rest of the categories combined refer to

1 For further details of this scale the reader is referred to
Elise Boulding, "Orientation Toward Achievement or Security in Relation
to Consumer Behavior," Human Relations, 13 (November, 1960), 365-383.
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broken family.

Responses will be classified according to these two

ca tegories.
Race.

The U.S. Bureau of the Census classifies the population in

three major racial categories:

Whites (including persons with Spanish

surnames), Negroes, and "other races."

Among persons of "other races"

are American Indians, Japanese, Chinese, Filipinos, Koreans, Asian

Indians, and Mal aysians.

In certain circums tances, whenever the pr o-

portion of "other races" is too small to be considered as a separate
category, the cens us then c lassif ies the population by color, White
and non-White.
races."

The non-White category includes Negroes and "other

In the pr esent study the concept race was used i n terms of the

White/non-White classification.
The item used to measure this concept was the following:
Question 40 (Appendix, p. 208)
What
[
[
[
[
[

is your race?
] Caucasian (White)
] Ne gr n
] Indian
] Oriental
] Others

Religiosity refers to the degree of affection a person has toward
his religion or other belief systems.
nad worship.

It implies commitment, devotion,

The criterion to measure the degree of religiosity of the

individual in the present study will be frequency of church attendance.
The concept was measured by the following item:
Question 42 (Appendix, p. 208)
How many times do you usually attend church services
during a month?
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The number of times the student attends church services det e rmines hi s
or her degree of religiosity.

In the present study, attendance of two

times or less will be classified as low religiosity.

Attendance of

more than two times will be classified as high religiosity.
Problems in the research strategy
Sever al problems were realized in the research strategy of the
present study, in particular

in the collectio n of the data.

The

following are some of the major problems encountered:
1.

Lack of cooperation.

Even though the Utah State Board of

Educa tion cooperated in the s tudy of their schools, two
schools which were chosen in the study refused to cooperate.
In order to meet the s tandards se t for the sample, the
researchers of this study fel t that it was necessary to
substitu te other school s.

This substitution could have influ-

enced the r ep resentativeness of the sample, but since the
sample size was adequate, this problem was minimized.

As-

surance of participation and cooperation before proceeding i n
the collection of data is an essential step, otherwise the
representativeness of the study may be jeopardized.
2.

Method of data collection .

In administering the question-

naires, the "others-administered" method was utilized; that is,
teachers were asked to administer the questionnaires in their
selected classes.

Although this method is more r eliable than

the mail-questionnaire, it has its limitations.

A problem

which the present study encountered was when one of the
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teachers administering the questionnaires to the class made
a negative remark about the study.

His remark, in the opinion

of the resear chers of this study, may have biased the responses
of the students. A decision was made by the researchers to
remove this class from the study, and a substitution had to be
made.

In using the "others-administered" method, the re-

searcher should be very much cautious in the selection of
"others" to administer the questionnaires.

A reliable and

neutral "other" should be the goal , otherwise another method
such as the "researcher-administered" method should be used.
3.

Timing the study.

A third problem which may have influenced

the response rate is the timing of the collection of information.

The present study was conducted one to two weeks

before the end of the school academic year.

Some schools had

ended their regular class meetings earlier and others were
very much lnvolved in pt •' ['O r1tions for gr aduation.

This made

it difficult in some schools to locate the students in one
area to administer the questionnaires.

In addition, the

attitude and behavior of students just before graduation
tend to be, to some extent, nonscholastic.

That is, students

probably are not in the mood of putting extra time on anything
that resembles homework or examinations.

To them, this period

of time is more of a celebration of the end of their high
school education.

It would have been more reliable if data

were collected five weeks before graduation.

In case of

refusals or nonresponses, this period also can be sufficient
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to go back and collect the information before they leave
their schools.
4.

In a panel study such as the present one, the names and
addresses of the students are needed for follow-ups.

In

this case, some students may hesitate to answer all the
items and others may not cooperate even though confidentiality is assured.

This in turn may lead to low item response

rate which characterized some of the items in the study.
Leaving the items about the names and addresses to the end of
the questionnaire, as it was done in this study, may partially
solve the problem.

Other methods probably will be more

reliable if the names and address es can be solicited without
being included in the questionnaire.
5.

In addition to emphasizing objectivity and neutrality of
"others" in administering the questionnaire, coders'

homogeneity and reliability s hould also be emphasized.
About thirty percent of the questionnaires of this study had
to be recoded

becaus~

of high turnovers and unreliable coders.

Recruiting reliable coders is an essential step in the research process where consistency, time, and cost are important

and reliable results are the goal.
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CHAPTER IV
PLANS, CAREER PREFERENCE AND MIGRATION
INTENTION OF SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
STUDENTS AFTER GRADUATION
This chapter focuses on the immediate plans and long-run career
expectations of senior students after graduating from high school.
The information was provided by general open- ended questions about
plans after graduation (See questionnaire, Appendix).

In addition,

it investigates their migration intentions with respect to whether
they intend to move, and if so, from where to where.

This part of

the chapter focuses on where, with respect to intentions to migrate
from/to rural, urban, and metropolitan areas.

With regard to their migration intentions two questions have
been asked:
1.

Most students seem to have several places in mind in
which they might live after graduation. Please complete
the chart below about the places in which you are most
likely to live after graduation (See Appendix, p. 200,
Question 5).

2.

Where do you think you are most likely to live most of the
remainder of your life?
City
State;-,-------{See Appendix, p. 201, Question 7).

Since the two questions are different, to a large extent, temporarily
and spatially with respect to migration intentions, separate analysis
for each wil l be presented.

Part of the analysis with particular

emphasis on the first question will be to relate general reasons to
the students' migration intentions following graduation.

Since it is

the major focus of this dissertation, the factors related to where
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the studen t s inte nd to s pend most of the remaind er of th eir lives will
be deferred to the next chap ter.

A comparison between rural, urb an,

and metropo l itan re spondents with respect to the above points will be
attempt ed.
Table 4 presents the immediate plans of rural, urb an, and metropolitan r esponden t s.

As the data in the table s how, there seems to be

no signif icant difference as to plans between the rural, urban, and
metropolitan r espondents .
to college .
college.

The majority of th e respondents plan to go

Of the rural respondents, 63 perce nt intend to go to

This is compared to 62 and to 64 percent of the urban and

metropolitan respondents.

With respec t t o wo r k, 28 percent of the

rur al r espond ents compared to 25 and 28 percent of th e urban and
metropolitan respondents plan to go to work.

With r espec t t o mission,

mili tar y service, and marr iage, the urban respo nd ents have slightly
higher proportions than the o ther two ca tegori es .

This dif ferenc e ,

howeve r , should not be i nt erpreted as important since a ver y small
proportion of al l respondents plan t o do these activities.
The lack of difference between the rural, urban, and metropolitan
students as to co lle ge plans is contrary to that observed in previous
studies in this area.

Moyes, in a study of the atti tud es and plans of

se l ected rur al and urban studen t s i n Idaho, found that a difference
as to plans exis t s wi th respect t o th e students' pla ce of r es idence .
He fou nd that urban students were more likely than rural to want to
go t o co llege. 1

In a study based on a rational s ample of senior hi gh

1
Earl L. Moyes, "Attitudes and Plans of Selected Rur a l and Urban
Students in Idaho to Migrate upon Gradua tion from High School," unpubl ish ed ma s ter's th esis, Ut ah State Uni ver s ity , 1957.
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Table 4.

Plans of rural, urban, and metropolitan students

Plans

Rural

Urban

Metropolitan

%

%

%

College

62.9

61.6

63.8

Work

27.9

25.2

28.1

Church mission

1.0

4.0

2.6

Military service

1.2

1.6

0.5

Married

4.8

6.2

3.0

Other

2.2

1.4

2.0

100 %
(777)

100 %
(500)

100 %
(766)

Total
(N)

x2=24 .95

df . lO

Not significant at the .001 level

school students, Rogoff found out that seniors in places of 2,500
population and less were less likely than those living in larger
places to attend college. 1
conclusion.

In an earlier study, Nam reached a similar

Based on a rational sample of students, Nam observed that

those in farm families were less likely than others to have plans to
attend college. 2

In a study of educational and occupational perpectives

of farm and rural youth, Sewell and Heller, using data from other studies
1 Natalie Rogoff, "Local Soc ial Structure and Educational Selection,"
In A.E. Halsey, Jean Flood, and C. Arnold Anderson (Eds.), Education,
EConomy and Society (New York: The Free Press of Glencoe, 1961), pp.
241-251.
2charles B. Nam and James D. Cowhig, Factors Related to College
Attendance of Farm and Non-Farm High School Graduates, 1960 Census-ERS,
P-27, No. 32 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Offic e, 1962).
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and their own, found that students' pl ans of further e ducation are
related to size of place of residence, with those in larger places
more likely to be planning attendance.

1

The lack of difference between the rural, urban, and metropolitan
respondents of the Utah sample may be exlained in terms of two factors.
With technological development and improvements in th e standard of
living nationwide, it is possible that the gap between the rural and
th e urban sector with respect to educational attainment, which was
previously noticed, is narrowing.
are the other factor.

The teachings of the Mormon church

Mormons place a high value on education and do

socialize their members to pursue this goal.

This fact can be verified

when comparing the high proportion of the state's senior high school
students who plan to attend college with that of the national average,
65 to 50 percent.

Since the Mormon church is within reach and in

constant con tact with its population all over the State, the educational
aspirations of its students tend to be comparable.
Table 5 presents the vocational preference of the rural, urban,
and metropolitan respondents.

On the whole there appears to be some

difference between the three categories of respondents with respect to
to their long-run career plans.
professional vocations.

The majority of the respondents want

The metropolitan respondents, however, are more

likely than the other two categories to choose professional occupations,
58 percent.

This is compared to 45 and 42 percent of the urban and

rural respondents, respectively.

In general, metropolotan respondents

1
willi am H. Sewell, "Community of Residence and College Plans,"
American Sociological Review, 29(February, 1964), 24-38.
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Table 5.

Vocational preference of rural, urban, and metropolitan
students

Rural
%

Career

Professional

42

Urban
%

Metropolitan
%

45

58.4

Manager

3.2

8.7

7. 2

Clerical

1.2

2.8

1.9

Sales

14.7

14 .0

9.3

Craft

9.6

9.0

6.9

Operative

6.9

4.3

1.2

3.8

2.1

Labor
Service

8.3

3.2

s.o

Others*

8

9.1

7.9

100%
(530)

100%
(772)

Total
(N)

100%
(831)

Chi-square=l24
df.l6
Significant at .001 level
*Others includes hOW 1PWife career .

are more likely to go into white-collar occupations than the urban
and rural respondents.

About 77 percent of the metropolitan respondents

chose white-collar vocations.

This is compared to 71 and to 61 percent

of the urban and rural respondents.

With respect to craft, operative,

labor, and services, rural respondents are more likely than the urban
and the metropolitan respondents to long for these vocations.

The

higher proportion of the rural respondents who intend to go into bluecollar vocations, when compared with the urban and the metropolitan
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respondents can be explained largely in terms of their exposure to
social and economic conditions.

Migration Intentions of Students and Their
Choice of Destination After Graduation
In the following analysis the county will be used to define the
geogr aphic boundary for migration intention.

That is, those students

who intend to leave th ei r counties will be classified as individuals
with intentions to migrate.

In using the county instead of the com-

munity as the crit eria for identifying potential migrants, information
about intra-county migration is not depicted, and the proportion of
students who intend to leave their communities is reduced.

However,

the use of the county in the following analysis makes it simpler and
more manageable.

This is also consistent with the official U.S. census

definition of migration.

The pattern of migration intention will be

described fo r rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents.

This analysis

focuses on the question of where the students plan to live immediately
after graduating from high school.

Thus, the results were expected to

be influenced by college attendance.
Table 6 presents the proportion and number of those who intend
to migrate with respect to their county of residence.

These results

indicate that the tradition of rural areas losing youth to urban and
metropolitan areas is continuing in Utah.

Whether the intentions are

short-term, perhaps for educational reasons, will be investigated in
this chapter.

Of the total respondents in rural counties, 66 percent

intend to migrate.

This is compared to 47 percent of the urban
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Table 6.

Number and proportion of students who intend to migrate
after graduation by county of residence

Place of
residence

RURAL COUNTIES
Beaver

Dagget
Duc.hsene

Emery
Garfield
Kane
Millard
Morgan
Piut e
Ri ch
Sanjuan
Sanpete
Summit
Wayne
URBAN

Total
students

Students who intend to migrate
Percent
Number

870

572

49
2
119
81
46
45
107
52
19
21
83
127
87
32

36
2
85
48
37
33
82
25
17
13
58
60
42
25

534

277

30
162

21
47

65.7
73
100
71

59
80
73
77
48
90
62
70
54
48
78
46 . 7

ll

4

72
139
119
57

49
83
40
33

70
29
33
68
60
34
58

METROPOLITAN

838

267

32

Salt Lake
Utah
Weber

28
168
142

167
62
38

32
37
27

Wasatch
Cac he
Carbon
Tooele
Uintah
Washington
Juab
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respondents and 32 percent of th e metropolitan.

Of the 14 rural

counties, 12 have over 50 percent of their respondents indicating that
they intend to migrat e.

This is compare d to 4 of the 7 urba n coun ties

and t o zero metropolitan counties .

Of the rural counties, Piut e ,

Garfield, Wayne, and Millard have over 75 percent of their r espondents
indicating their intention to mi gra t e .

Only Wasatch , Tooele, and Juab

of the urb an coun t ies, have somewhat compar able proportions.
The data in Table 6 indicate th at a larger proportion o f the rural
r esponde nts inte nd to migr ate from their counties , in comparis on with
the urban and metropolitan stude nts.

Also, this proportion seems to be

somewhat evenly distributed with i n th e rural counties.

The data in

Table 6, however, do not show the direction of migration, i.e., to
where t he stude nts intend t o migrate .

The following tables wi ll focus

on the pattern of intented migration of rural , urban, and metropolitan
respondents.

Of the rural st 11dents who in t ·nd to migrate , 81, pe rcent intend to
do so within the s tate of Utah, as Table

indicates.

This is compared

t o 68 percent of the urban students and 49 percent of the metropolitan
s tudent s.

In other words, metropolitan students are more likely to

intend to leave Ut ah than are the urban and rural students.

Rural

students, in comparison to the others, are the least likely to leave
the state.

This association between place of residence and in-state /

out-state migration is indicated by gamma of . 54 which is significant
at the .01 level.

1~is

difference between the rural respondents and

the urban and metropolitan students with respect to migration intentions and patterns may be explained by the lack of educational and
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Table 7 .

Place of destination of those students who intend to
migrate after graduation by their current place of
residence

Place of
destination

Rural
%

Place of residence
Urban
%

Metropolitan
%

In-s tate

84

68

49

Out-state

16

32

51

100%

100%
(277)

100%
(267)

To tal

(572)

Gamma .54
Significant a t .01 level
2
X =114
df. 2, S ignif ican t at .001 level .

occupational opportunities in rural areas, and the degree of awareness
and family structure of the rural respondents .

Since all the colleges

a nd universities in Utah are lo ca ted in urban and metropolitan areas,
and since white-collar occupations are also found in these areas, the
63 percent of rural respondents who planned to attend college and the
62 percent who planned to pursue white-collar occupations are more
likely to migrate to areas where their goals can be achieved--a
situation which is not, to some extent, apparent for the urban and
metropolitan respondents .
As to their intentions to migrat e within the state of Utah more
than the urban and metropolitan respondents, rural students tend to
have stronger family relationships and less awareness of other distant
opportunities than the other two groups, who are more exposed to cosmopolitan life situations and its characteristics.
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Table 8 shows the pattern of those who i ntend to migrate within
the state o f Utah.

Of the rural respondents who intend to migrate

within th e State, 53 percent intend to go to metropolitan counties,
41 percent to urban counties, and 6 percent t o other rural counties.
This compares to 66 , 31, and 3 percent of the urban res pondents who
intend to migrate to these r espec tive areas, and to 48, 43, and 9
pe rcent of the metropolitan respondents who intend to do likewise.
The l e ft diago nal of Table 8 shows the intentions o f respondents t o
migrate within their own counties.

Metropolitan respondents who intend

t o migrate within the State (48 percent) are more likely to choose
other metr opolitan counties than the respective 31 percent and 6 percent
of th e urb a n and rural respondents who intend to migrate between their
own co unties .

This also can be seen by reading the extreme cells of

the right diagonal of Table 8.

Fifty-three percent of the rural

r e spondents intend to migrate to metropolitan counties, compared to
9 percent of the met rnpo litan stu dE'nts who intend t o migrate t o rural
co unties.

This association between inter/intra-counties migration and

place of r es idence is indicated by gamma of -.23 which is significan t
at th e .01 level.

The chi squar e also indicates that there is a

significant difference between the respondents of rural, urban, and
me tropolita n areas in respect to their intention-to-migrate patterns
as shown in Table 8.

Since migration after graduation is to a large

extent influenced by coll ege education, and since a large portion of
Utah senior students (62 percent)

intend to go to college ,, is it

possible that rural students, and to a large extent urban students
who intend to migrate outside th ei r counties, but within Utah, intend
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Table 8 .

St ud en ts who intend t o migrate in-state after graduation
by their current place of residence

In-stat e
place of
destination

Rural
%

Place of r esidence
Metropolitan
Urban
%
%

Rural
Urban

41

31

43

Metropolitan

53

66

48

100%
(477)

100%
(191)

100%
(131)

Total
Gamma -. 23

Significant at .01 lev el

x 2 ~18

Si gnificant at .001 level

df. 4

to go where the col l eges are?
can be seen by ch ecking th e
intend t o go.

An i nd irect a nswer to this quest ion

specifl ~

counties to which the students

As shown in Table 9, of th e rural respondents who

intend t o migrate to metropolita n counties (253), 91 percent intend
to go to Utah and Salt Lake counties.

Of those who intend to migrate

to urban counties (195), 82 percent chose Cache, Iron, and Washington
co unties as their destination.

There are colleges located in each

of these three counties which are likely to attract students from other
co unties.

With respec t to the urban students who intend to mi grate

within the State, 31 percent chose other urban counties, with 52 percent of these choosing Ca che and 22 percent choosing Iron counties, the
l oca tions of two co lleges-- Utah State University and Dixi College.

Of
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Table 9.

Students who intend to migrate within the sta te of
Utah after graduation by current place of residence
and county of destination

County of
des tination

Rural
%

Place of residence
Urban
%

Metropolitan
%

RURAL COUNTIES
Beaver

Daggett
Duchesne
Emery
Garfield
Kane

Millard
Morgan
Piute
Rich

0.2
0.8
0.4
0.2
0.2
0.5

San Juan

Sanpete
Summit
Wayne

3.4

2.0
0.5

7.0
.8

17.0
0.5

1.6
28.0
1.6

9.0

3.2

UTAH COUNTIES
Box Elder
Cache
Ca rbon
Grand
Juab
Iron
Sevier
Tooele
Wasatch
Washington
Uin tah

0.4
13.0
3.4
0.8
0.2
12.8
0.2

0.5
0.4
6.0
1.9

4.0
0.5

0.6
18.4
32.0
4.6

25.0
35.0
5.0

3.2
7 .o

METRO COUNTIES
Davis
Salt Lake
Utah
Weber
TOTAL

100%
(477)

100%
(191)

11.0
33.0
3.2
100%
(131)
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those who intend to go to metropolitan counties (134), 35 and 49
percent intend to go to Salt Lake and Utah counties, respectively.
These are also the locations of col leges.

In regard to the metro-

politan respondents who intend to migrate within the State (131),
9 percent intend to go to rural counties, and 90 percent of these
in tend to go to Sanpete County.

Of the 43 percent who intend to go

to urban areas, Cache County was the choice of 70 percent of these
students.

Utah County was the choice of 70 percent of the metropolitan

respondents who intended to migrate to other metropolitan counties.
In general, each of these counties is the location of a college or
university.
Table 10 shows the migration pattern of the rural, urban, and
metropolitan respondents who intend to migrate outside the State.

As

shown by the statistics in th e table, ther e appears to be an association
be tween the place of residence and the destination's propinquity; i.e.,
rural respondents ar .. mo re likely

Lu

urban and metropolitan respondents.

"hoose neighboring states than
This can be related to two related

hypotheses--" awareness-space hypothesis," and "stage-migration hypothesis."

In the former--which is the set of locations within the area

about which the migrant possesses some knowledge and attitudes through
direct and indirect sources--it is suggested that the migrant's spatial
search behavior, when looking for a new place, is constrained and
directed by his awareness space.

1

The latter--"stage-migration

1
For a study of the "Awareness-space hypothesis," see L.A. Brown
and E.G. Moore, "The Intra-Urban Migration Process: A Perspective,"
Geografika Annaler, Series B, 25, Yearbook of the General System
Society (1970d), 15, pp. 368-381.
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Table 10.

Students who intend to migrate out-state after graduation
by their current place of residence

Out - state
place of
destination

Rural
%

Place of residence
Urban
Metropolitan
%
%

Mountain states

63

so

33

Pacific states

24

31

42

Others*

13

19

25

100%
(95)

100%
(86)

100%
(136)

Total

Gamma .35
Significant at .01 level
*Others refer to other states and other countries.

hypothesis"--depicts migrations in terms of successive intervals
(stages) with stops between one stage and the other that are influenced
by social and economi c distance that inhibit direct flows . 1

As the

data in the table indicate, of the 16 percent (99) of rural students
who intend to leave the state of Utah, 64 percent chose the mountain
states.

This is compared to 49 percent of the urban to the Pacific

states , 24 percent of the rural respondents, compared with 32 percent
of the urban and 42 percent of the metropolitan students, chose i t as
the region of destination.

The proportion of the rural respondents

who intend to migrate to "other areas " is low when compared to that
1
For "Stage-migration hypothesis," see B. Thomas, "Migration:
Economic Aspects," International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences,
10(1968), 299-302.
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of the urban and metropolitan students at 12, 19, and 25 percent,
respectively.
With respect to specific states, Idaho and California were the
choice of the majority of respondents who intend to migrate outside
the State, as Table 11 indicates.

Of the rural respondents who intend

to leave Utah, 20 percent chose Idaho and 18 percent chose California .
With respect to the urban respondents, 21 percent of those who inte nd
to leave the State chose Idaho, while California was the preferred
place for 11 percent.

Twelve percent and 16 percent of the metropolitan

respondents chose Idaho and California, respectively.

The state of

Colorado is the second choice for those who intend to go to the
mountain states, less so for the metropolitan respondents where
Arizona ranked second.

Again, the data i n Table 8 show that larger

proportions of the metropolitan respondents intend to go to further
places than both rural and urban respondents.
Summary
The following salient points were derived from the above dis cussion:

1.

Rural respondents intent to migrate more, followed by urban
and met ropolitan the least.

2.

In terms of in- stat e migration intentions, metropolitan
respondents are more likely to migrate within own counties
than the urban and rural respondents.

3.

Wit h respect to in- state migration, most respondents intend
to migrate to places where colleges are loc ated.
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Table 11 .

The place of destination after graduation of those rural,
urban, and metropolitan students who intend to migrate
outside Utah

Place of
destination

Rural
%

Urban
%

Metropolitan
%

MOUNTAIN STATES
Arizona
Colorado
Idaho

10
11
21

8

Montana

4

Nevad a
New Mexico
Wyoming

5
7
5

12
20
2
5
2
6

19
5

20
12

27
16

11

15

16

4

12
2
2
15
2

PACIFIC STATES
California
Other Pacific
OTHER STATES
OUTSIDE U.S.
TOTAL

4.

9.5
100%
(95)

100%
(86)

100%
(136)

With respect to out-of -state migration, rural r espondents
are the least likely to i ntend t o leave Utah, followed by
urban and then metropolitan.

5.

Of those who i ntend to migrate out-of-state, Id aho and
California were the choice of a large proportion of the
respondents from each area more th an any other state.
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6.

Metropolitan respondents are more likely to migrate to
distant states, followed by urban and rural respondents,
respectively.

The above analysis focused on the question of where the s tudents
intend to migrate after graduating from high school.

Since a large

proportion of the students intend to go to college, t heir migr a tion
intention will be largely influenced by the location of educational
institutions.

To find whether college is a major part of their choice

of destination, general reasons which they stated as most important
were investigated.
Table 12 presents the general reasons that were indi cated by the
students as the most important in the preferred place of residence.
From Table 12(Marginals), the data show that a higher proportion of
the rural respondents chose educational reasons followed by social,
next economic, and then recreational as the most important in choosing
the place of residence, while a higher proportion of the urban and the
metropolitan respondents chose social, followed by educational, next
economic, and then physical reasons.

With respect to educational

reasons, 43 percent of the rural respondents indicated college as the
reason for their choice of residence.

This compared to 35 and 36 percent

of the urban and metropolitan respondents.

With regards to social

reasons, 32 percent of the rural respondents listed them as the most
important factors in their choice of residence compared to 42 and 47
percent of the urban and metropolitan respondents.

Of the rural

respondents, 21 percent indicated economic reasons as the most important.

Table 12.

The most important reason stated by rural, urban, and metropolitan students with respect
to their migration intentions a f ter graduation

important

Migration intention

Migration intention
Stay
Leave
Total
%
%
%

Leave
%

Total
%

42

59

35

47

51

35

29

44

36

18

16

17

11.5

13

12

5

7

6

.5
100%
(393)

100%
(813)

Stay
%

Leave
%

Total
%

Social

63

24

32

60

26

3

54

43

17

Economic

30

19

21

Physical

4

4

4

Total

100%
(181)

100%
(656)

100%
(837)

M.D . 133
Chi square=l59 df.3
Significan t at .001 level
Chi square-80
Chi square=30
Chi square=54

df.6
df. 6
df. 6

Migration intention

Stay
%

reason

Educational

METROPOLITAN

URBAN

RURAL

Most

100%
(263)

100%
(294)

100%
(557)

M.D. 81
Chi square 87 df.3
Significant at .001 level

100%
(420)

M. D. 108
Chi square 63

df.3

Significant at .001 level (Stay-category)
Significant at .001 level (Leave-category)
Significant at .001 level (Total-category)

>--0

w
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This is compared to 17 and 12 percent of the urban and metropolitan
respondents.

In short, larger proportions of rural respondents indi-

cated educational reasons as the most important while social reasons
were the emphasis of a larger proportion of the metropoli tan respondents.
The difference between the rural and nonrural r espondent s with respect
to the choic e of reasons is large ly explained b y the oppor tuni ti es
available in their environments.

If, for example, colleges were

available in rural are as, the educational reason for the choice of
residence for the rural respondents may become less important.

To

f urther ill ustrate this point, a comparison b e tween those who int e nd
to stay and tho s e who intend to leave with respec t t o the reasons
mentioned for the rural, urban, and metropolit an resp ondents is shown
in the body of Table 1 2. With respect to the rural r espondent s, of
those who intend to leave 54 percent indicated education as the mos t
important reason for choosing a particular place of residence.
is compared to 3 perr·ent of thos e CTho intend to r emain.

This

\-lith respec t

to the urban respondents, of those who intend to leave 51 per cent in
comparison to 17 percent of those who intend to stay stated education
was the most important reason for their decision .

Of the metropolitan

respondents, 44 percent of thos e who intend to leave stated education
a s the most important in comparison to 29 percent of those who in tend
to stay .

For the three cases (rural, urban, and metropolitan), of those

who intend to leave lower proportions chose social and economic reasons
as the most important reasons in choosing a place in comparison t o
those who intend to stay.

Of the rural respondents who in te nd to stay ,

63 percent chose social reasons in comparison to 24 percent of those
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who intend to leave.

This compares to 60 percent of the urban students

who intend to stay for social reasons and to 26 percent who intend to
leave.

In comparison to the rural and metropolitan respondents, 59

percent of the metropolitan students who intend to stay stated social
reasons while 35 percent of those who intend to leave stated these.
The above analysis was largely done to establish the fact that
the choice of residence by the students after graduation is largely
influenced by educational reasons.

This fact is more true for thos e

who intend to leave than thos e who intend to stay.

Rural respondents

were more likely than the other respondents to state education as
most important in their choice of residence.

Of the r e spondents who

intend to stay, slightly more stated social reasons for their choice
of the place than the others.
Migra t ion Intentions of Students and
lfuere They Intend to Live Mast of
the Remainder of Their lives
The previous analysis focused on where the students intend to
live after graduating from high school.

It was indicated that their

choice of residence was largely influenced by their educational goals.
Since 62 percent of the students plan to go to college, their migration
intentions were directed to those areas where colleges are located.
Because of this fact no attempt was made to discover the other factors
that are likely to enter into the students' migration intentions, which
is the major thrust of this thesis.

The following analysis deals with

a different question regarding the long-run future, rather than the
immediate, preferred residence of the students, i.e., where the students
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most likely

intend to live most of the remainder of their lives.

It

is assumed here that college does not play a major factor in the choice
of their long-term residential destination .

With thi s que stion it is

possible to inves tigate the factors that may influence the students'
migration intention which is the topic of the third chapter of this
thesis.

Like the previous section, the following analysis will focus

on the migration intentions of students and where they intend to live
most of the remainder of their lives.
Table 13 presen t s the number and proportion of high school students
who intend to migrate by their county of residence.

The proportion of

the student s who intend to migrate is larger for rural students, followed
by the urban and then the metropolitan.

Of the rural students, 51 per-

cent intend to spend most of the remainder of their lives somewhere else.
This is compared to 41 percent of the urban respondents and t o 29 percent of the metropolitan respondents.
With respect to the s tudents of rural counties, a higher proportion from Kane and Piute in tend to migrate, 66.1 and 75 percent,
respectively.

This is compard t o Garfie ld and Summit students where

only 35 and 40 per cent, respe c tively, intend to migrate .

With the

exception of these counties, the proportions of the students who in tend
to migrate from the remaining counties is to a large extent similar.
That is, with the exception of one county, 40 percent and over of the
respondents of each rural county intend to migrate.

With respect to

the resp ondents from urban counties, Tooele respondents are more likely
to want to live somewhere else, while Cache students are the least,
58 percent and 27 percent, respectively.

Of the metropolitan counties,

respondents from Utah County have a higher proportion of its students
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Table 13.

Number and proportion of students who intend to live
(migrate) most of the remainder of their life outside
the ir horne community by county of residence

Counties of
residence

Total
students

Students who intend to migrate
Number
Percent

688

348

51

35
2
90

Sanpete
Summit
Wayne

23
38
88
49
16
17
63
106
63
27

18
2
48
32
8
25
42
21
12
8
31
60
25
16

51
100
53
45
35
66
48
43
75
47
49
57
40
59

URBAN COUNTIES

465

193

41

28
127
11
52
113
93
41

14
34
6
30
48
43
18

50
27
55
58
42
46
44

METROPOLITAN

762

217

Salt Lake
Utah
Weber

479
145
138

122
55
40

29
25
36
29

RURAL COUNTIES
Beaver

Dagget 1
Duchesne

Emery
Garfield
Kane

Millard
Morgan
Piute
Rich
San Juan

Wasatch
Cache
Carbon
Tooele
Uintah
Washington
Juab

71

2
Significant at the .001 level
X =73 df. 2
Si gnif i can t a t the .01 level
Gamma=. 31
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wanting to migrate than the other two counties.

In summary , Salt

Lake, Utah, Weber, Cache, and Garfield counties have the lowest proportion of students who intend to migrate.
Table 14 shows the place of destination (in-state/out-state) for
those who intend to migrate by their area of residence.

The data in

the table indicate that metropolitan students are more likely to choose
out-state destinations as the place where they want to spend most of
the remainder of their lives than the urban and the rural respondents .
In terms of proportions, 53 percent of the metropolitan students who
intend to migrate chose out-state destination.

This i s compared t o

41 percent of the urban and 21 percent of the rural .

The diff erence

between these proportions and the apparent association between plac e
of residenc e and destination is significant as the chi square and
gamma statistics indicate .

Table 14.

Place of destination of those students who intend to
live most of the r emainder of their life outside their
home community b y their current place of residence

Place of
destina tion

Rural
%

Place of residence
Urban
Metropolitan
%
%

In-state

79

Out -state

21

38

53

100%
(348)

100%
(193)

100%

Total
Gamma .48
x2=66 df. 2

62

Significant at .01 level
Significan t at .001 level

47

(217)
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With respect to in-state migration intentions, a pattern is
observed as the data in Table 15 illustrate.

Of those who intend to

migrate within the State, metropolitan students are more likely to
want to go to other metropolitan counties (intra-county mi gration)
than the urban and rural respondents who intend to leave their counties
(inter- county migration).

This can be shown by looking at the diagonals

of Table 15, in particular the

extreme cells.

Of the metropolitan

respondents who intend to spend most of the remainder of their lives
somewhere else in Utah, 54 percent chose other metropolitan counties.
This is compared to 21 percent of the urban respondents who chose other
urban counties and to 3 percent of the rural respondents who chose
other rural counties.

In short, for the metropolitan respondents

intra-county migration is the pattern, while for the rural and the
urban respondents the pattern is inter-county.

The strength of this

association is indicated b y gamma of -.22 which is signific ant at the
. 01 level.

Table 15.

In-state
place of
destination

Students who intend to live most of the remainder of
their life out of their home community but in-state by
their current place of residence and intended destination

Rural
%

Place of residence
Urban
%

Metropolita n
%

Rural
Urban

34

31

39

Metro

63

70

56

Total

100%
(274)

100%
(119)

100%
(101)

Gamma -.22

x2

33

df.4

Significant at .01 level
Significant at .001 level
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Salt Lake and Utah counties are the choices of a large proportion
of all respondents of rural, urban, and metropolitan students as shown
in Table 16.
Table 17 presents the migration pattern of the rural, urban, and
metropolitan respondents who intend to spend most of the remainder of
their lives in other communities outside the State.

17 indicate

The data in Table

the apparent slight association between place of residence

and proximity of destination, i.e., rural respondents are somewhat
more likely to choose neighboring states than the urban and metropolitan respondents.

Of the rural respondents who intend to live

outside the Sta te, 55 percent chose the mountain states.

This is

compared to 46 percent of the urban and to 37 percent of the metropolitan respondent who intend to go to the mountain region.
respect t o the Pacific states the proportion

With

of thos e students who

intend to go there is higher for the metropolitan respondents, followed
by the urban, and 1·h n the rural.

Slight differences in the proportions

are obse rved for those who intend to go to "other places."

With regard

to specific states, California and Colorado seem to be the choice to
live for larger proportions of each of the rural, urban, and metropolitan r es pondents.

In the previous section, Table 11, Idaho was

observed to be the choice of a larger proportion of the respondents,
in particular

among the rural respondents.

In that case, probably

their choice of Idaho was influenced by their educational plans.

As

to where they are going to spend most of the remainder of their lives
when college is not a consideration, Idaho was not the choice.

In

contrast to Idaho, the reverse is observed for Colorado, in particular
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Table 16.

Students who intend to live most of the remainder of
their life out of their home community but within
the state of Utah by current place of residence and
county destination

County of
destination

Rural
%

Place of residence
Metropolitan
Urban
%
%

RURAL COUNTIES
Beaver
Daggett
Duchesne
Emery
Garfield

0.6
0.6
0.6

Kane

0.6

1. 74

Millard
Morgan
Piute
Rich
San Juan

Sanpete
Summit
Wayne

0.6
0.6

1. 72

4.5
4.5
2.0

1.7

4.0

URBAN COUNTIES
Box Elder
Cache
Carbon
Grand
Juab
Iron

Sevier
Tooele
Wasatch
Washington
Uintah

6.0
6.0

3.4
10.2

1.0
4.0
4.5

3.4

3.0
35.0
21.0
5.0

47 . 5
27
3.4

'·· 0
13.0
4.0
4.0
4.0
8.0
4.0

METRO COUNTIES
Davis
Salt Lake
Utah
Weber
TOTAL

100.0%
(274)

100 . 0%
(119)

4.0
25.5
21.0
4.0
100.0%
(101)
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Table 17.

Students who intend to spend most of the remainder of
their life out of state by their current place of
residence

Out-state
place of
destination

Rural

Place of residence
Urban
Metropolitan

%

%

%

Mountain states

55

46

37

Pacific states

18

28

41

Others*

27

26

22

100%

100%
(74)

100%
(116)

Total

(74)

*Others include other states and other countries.
Gamma .11
Significant at .05 level
x2 12 df.4
Significant at .02 level

for the rural and metropolitan respondents as the data in Tables 11
and 18 indicate,

With respect to California, there is no change in

the pattern for all 1e spondents as a place to go t o after graduation from
high school or as a place to spend most of the remainder of their lives.
A reverse pattern is observed with respect to "ot her states" as the

data in the two tables indicate .

As a place to live most of the remainder

of their lives, rural respondents have a higher proportion choosing
"other states" than the urban and the me t ropolitan respondents .

The following are the major ob s ervations of the above discussion:
1.

Rural respondents are more likely to want to spend most of
the remainder of their lives somewhere other than the urban
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Table 18.

The place of destination of those rural, urban, and
metropolitan students who intend to spend most of the
remainder of their life outside Utah

Place of
destination

Rural
%

Urban
%

9
26
1

12

Metropolitan
%

MOUNTAIN STATES
Arizona
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Wyoming

11
11

5

3
3

12
9
4
5

3
1

3

4

3

18
0

19
9

27
14

21

20

16

2

PACIFIC STATES
California
Other Pacific
OTHER STATES
OUTSIDE

u.s.

4
100%
(74)

TOTAL

100%
(74)

and metropolitan respondents:

100%
(116)

51, 41, and 29 percent,

respectively.
2.

In terms of inter-state migration, rural students are less
likely to want to leave the State, followed by urban and
then metropolitan students,

3.

With respect to in-state migration intentions, a larger
proportion of the urban and the rural respondents intend to
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live in metropolitan counties.

Also, metropolitan respondents

are more likely to want to migrate to own counties (intracounties migration intention) than the rural and urban
respondents who have an inter-county migration intention.
4.

Of those who intend to leave the State, rural respondents
are sligh tly more likely to choose neighboring states
(mountain), followed by urban respondents, and then metropolitan students.

5.

California and Colorado are the choices of a large proportion
of all respondents who intend to live outside the State.

6.

There is a difference in the proportion between migration
intentions of students after graduation and their intentions
as to place to live most of the remainder of their lives:
a)

With respect to migration intentions, the proportions of
those who intend to migrate have decreased from 66, 47,
and 32 percent for rural, urban, ancJ 111e tropolit an

respondents, respectively, to 51, 41, and 25 percent
(Tables 6 and 13).
b)

With respect to inter-state migration, the proportions of
those who intend to leave the State have increased for each
case from 16, 32, and 51 percent to 21, 38, and 53 percent
for rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents, respectively
(Tables 7 and 14).

c)

With regard

to in-state migration, the intention to go to

metropolitan counties have increased from 53, 66, and 48
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to 63, 70, and 56 percent, respectively, for rural, urban
and metropolitan respondents (Tables 8 and 15).
d)

With respect to out-state migration, the intentions to go
to mountain states have decreased for the rural and urban
respondents and have increased slightly for the metropolitan
respondents (Table 10 and 17).

For each case a decrease

is observed in the proportions of those who are going to
the Pacific states while a slight increase for those who
are going to other states, in particular
and urban respondents.

for the rural

A decrease is also ob served in the

proportions of those who are going to Idaho, while California, Colorado, and Arizona were still the choices of a
large proportion of the respondents (Tables 11 and 18).
With respec t to the above findings for a portion of the students
there seems to be a difference between the place the students intend
to go to after graduation from hi gh s chool and the place where th ey
want to live most of the remainder of their lives.

In th is chapter, plans, vocational preference, and migration
intentio ns of senior students from rural, urban, and metropolitan
areas were investigated.

It was found that going to college is the

major plan for about 63 percent of the total respondents.

With respect

to a long-run career, the majority of the respondents, about 45 percent
longed for a professional vocation.

This was more so for th e metropolitan

respondents, followed by the urban and then the rural.

With regard
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to migration intentions after graduation, it was found that rural
respondents are more likely to want to migrate, fol lowed by urba n
and then metropolitan.
within the State.

The majority of the students intend to migrate

With resp ect to the pattern of migration intention,

rural to metropolitan is the pattern.

Rural and less urban respondents

are more likel y to intend to migrate to o ther non-rural and non-urban
counties while metropolitan respondents intend to migrate within own
counties (intra-metropolitan co unty).

Metropolitan respondents are

more likely t o want to leave the State, followed by urban and then
metropo l itan.

It was also found that most students intend to go where

the colleges are .

This fact was substantiated by the most i mportant

reasons the students stated for the choice of residence.

A large

proportion listed education as being the one most important reason for
their cho i ce of destination.
With respect to the question where the studen ts are more likely
t o s pend mo s t of th e r e mainder o f the ir lives, it was found that the
place may not be the same as the one they intend to go to after
graduation.
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CHAPTER

V

AN ANALYSIS OF THE ASSOCIATION BETWEEN MIGRATION
INTENTION AND VARIOUS SOCIAL, PSYCHOLOGICAL
AND ECONOMIC FACTORS

The previous chapter focused on the students' migration intention
and to where they intend to migrate with respect to their place of
residence.

Largely, and in particular to their future migration

plans, no attempt was made to investigate the factors that may be
related to their migration intentions. In the following chapter an
attempt will be made to do just that.

In order to measure the degree

of association between these factors and migration intentions, several
hypotheses were tested.

A comparison between rural, urban, and metro-

politan respondents as to the strength and significance of these hypotheses was attempted .

The following are the hypotheses stated in the null

form:

Hypothesis 1.

There is no signifi cant difference between father's

occupation and student's migration intention.
Hypothesis 2.

There is no significant difference between house

ownership and student's migration intention.
Hypothesis 3.

There is no significant association between student's

family of orientation status and his/her migration intention.
Hypothesis 4.

There is no significant difference between student's

father's education and student's migration intention.
Hypothesis 5.

There is no significant difference between parents'

house satisfaction and his/her intention.
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Hypothesis 6.

There is no significant difference between parents'

community satisfaction and his/her migration intention.
Hypothesis 7.

There is no significant association between

student's kin in another community in Utah and his/her migration
inten tion.
Hypothesis 8.

There is no significant association between kin

outside Utah and student's migration intention.
Hypothesis 9.

There is no significant difference between

parents' length of residence in current place of residence and
student's migration intention.
Hypothesis 10.

There is no significant difference between

student's length of residence in current place of residence and her/
his migration intention.
Hypothesis 11.

There is no significant association between the

number of times a student moved in the past and his/her migration
intention.
Hypothesis 12.

There is no significant difference between

student's dating-marital status and his/her migration intention .
Hypothesis 13.

There is no significant difference between the

age at which the student expects to marry and his/her migration
intention.
Hypothesis 14.

There is no significant difference between the

sex of the students and their migration intentions.
Hypothesis 15.

There is no significant difference be t ween

students' religion and their migration intentions.
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Hypothesis 16.

There is no significant difference between the

race of the students and their migration intentions.
Hypothesis 17.

There is no significant association between

student' s occupational preference and his/her migration intention.
Hypothesis 18 .

There is no significant association between

studen t' s work o r ien ta tion and her/his migration int en t ion.
Hypothesis 19.

There is no significant difference between

student s' evaluation of their community and the ir migration int entions.
Hypothesis 20.

There is no significant association between

students' in t erpersonal relations and th eir migration intentions.
Hypothesis 21.

There is no significant difference between

students' family so lidarity and their migration inten t ions.
Hypothesis 22 .

There is no significant difference between

religiosity and s tudent s ' migration i ntentions .
In order to determine the magnitude and the significance of an
association, the gamma statistic was selected in testing the above
hypotheses.

1

The . 05 level of significance was chosen as the po int

at which the null hypothesis would be r ejec ted,
Hypo thesis 1 .

There is no significant difference between father's
occupation and student's migration intention.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the metropolitan respondents,
but not rejected for the urban and the rural respondent, i .e., an
as sociati on between father's occupation and student's migrati on
1
For this measure, see L.A. Goodman and W.H. Kruskal, "Measures
of Association for Cross Classification," Journal of the American
Sta tistical Association, 49(1954), 732-764; and Lint on C. Freeman ,
Elementary Applied Statistics (New York: John Wiley and Sons , Inc .,
1965), pp. 79-88, 162-175.
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intention is observed for the metrop oli tan respondents as illustrated
in Table 19.

Of the respondents whose father's occupation is classified

as blue collar, 62 percent i ntend to migrate in comparison t o 46 percent
of those whose fat hers' occupa tion belongs to the white-collar category.
With respect to the urban and rural respondents an inverse association
is observed.

Of the urban respondents, 58 percent of the student s

whose fathers' occupation is white-collar intend to migrate in comparison to 52 per cent of those whose fathers' occupation i s blue-collar.
A slight difference was observed for the rural respondents.

Since th e

difference is only significant for the metropolitan respondents, one
cannot generalize to the total sample.

If the occupation of the

father is considered as an indicator of social class, less distinction
with respect to migration intention

between the white and the blue-

collar categories is observed among the rural respondents followed by
the urban and then metropolitan respondents.

A different direction

of association is al s o observed among the metrop ol itan respondents.
Hypothesis 2.

There is no significant difference between house
ownership and student's migration intention.

The alternative hypothesis is confirmed for urban and metropolitan
students, but not confirmed for the rural respondents as shown in Table
20.

Despite the low and insignificant difference between house tenure

and migration intentions of the rural respondents, a positive direction
is observed for the three areas; i.e., in each case those students who
are living in a rented dwelling tend to want to migrate more than those
who are living in an owned house.

Of the metropolitan students who live

Table 19.

Intention
to
migrate

Long-term migration intentions by father's occupation for rur al, urban, and
metropolitan students

RURAL

URBAN

METRO

Father's occuEation
White
Blue
collar
collar
(%)
(%)

Father's occuEation
White
Blue
collar
collar
(%)
(%)

Father's occuEation
Blue
White
collar
collar
(%)
(%)

No

26

27

42

48

54

38

Yes

74

73

58

52

46

62

100%
(198)

100%
(381)

100%
(219)

100%
(200)

100%
(466)

100%
(191)

Total

M.O. 391
Gamma -.03
Z=.24
Not significant at
.05 level

M.D. 220
Gamma -.13
Z=1.17
Not significant at
.05 level

M.O. 264
Gamma . 29
z=3.2
S ignif ican t at
.01 level

.....
N
.....

Table 20.

Long-term migration intentions by home mmership for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
RURAL

Intention
to
migrate

Home ownershiE
Own

(%)

METRO

URBAN

Rent
(%)

Home ownership
Rent
(%)
(%)

Own

Home ownership
Rent
(%)
(%)

Own

No

27

25

47

25

51

31

Yes

73

75

53

75

49

69

Total

100%
(705)

100%
{79)

100%
(474)

100%
(75)

100%
(792)

100%
(61)

M.O. 186
Z= . 68
Gamma 0.099
Not significant at
.05 level

M.O. .89
Z=.32
Gamma .45
Significant at .01
level

M.O. 68
Z=3.0
Gamma .40
Significant at .01
level

,.....

~
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in a rented place, 69 percent intend to leave in comparison to 49 percent of those who live in an owned place.

With respect to the urban

respondents, 75 percent of those who live in a rented home tend to
want to migrate in comparison to 52 percent of those who live in an
owned place with a difference of 20 percent which is similar to that
of the urban respondents.

With regard to the rural students a differ-

ence of 1 percent is observed between those who intend to migrate
and are living in a rented house and those who intend t o migrate and
are living in an owned house.

The logic behind this hypothesis is

that ownership implies some kind of settling and commitment to a
particular location and the lack of it implies detachment.

In addition,

the individual (student) grows up to identify with some thing that may
belong to him or to her which may instill in him/her a sense of
responsibility and obligation.

It is also possible that home owner-

ship status, and particularly renter status, is more an effect of
migration than a cau:·" ·

In th is Lase those indiv iduals who move more

are less likely to settle down and own a house.

Students whose parents

happened to fall within the above circumstances will be influenced in
turn .

If this logic is sound, why does the present association differ

with respect to the rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents?
may be explained in t e rms of the conditions in these areas.

This

Rural

respondents, whether their parents own or rent, have fewer choices
than the other respondents .

In addition, owning a house in a rural

area is probably cheaper, and less devotion is attached t o it.
case may be different in the urban and metropolitan areas.

The
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Hypothesis 3.

There is no significant association between student's
fami ly of orientation status and his/her migration
i nt ention.

The null hypothesis was not rejected for either one of the three
areas as indicated by the data in Table 21.

However, there seems to

be some association between family status and student's migration
intention for the rural respondents as shown in Table 21.

Of the rural

respondents who are classified as having a broken family, 78 percent
intend to migrate in comparison to 72 percent of those having an intact
family.

In other words, those who belong to broken families are

slightly more likely to want to migrate than those who belong to
intact families.

The reverse is observed for the urban respondents

as indicated by the weak association in Table 21.

Of the respondents

from intact families, 57 percent intend to migrate in comparison to
52 percent of those from broken fami lies.

For the metropolitan

respondents, despite the insignificant association, the pattern
resembles that of the rural.

Of those who belong to broken families,

slightly more intend to migrate than those who belong to intact
families.

Since the association differs significantly from one area

to another and is weak, the sta tis tic cannot be pooled to have a
meaningful overall association.
Hypothesis 4.

There is no significant difference between student's
father's education and student's migration in tention.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the metropolitan respondents,
but not rejected for the rural and urban respondents as shown in Table
22.

The slight association observed for the rural and urban respondents,

Table 21 .

Long-term migration inten tions by f amily status for rura l, urban, and metro-

politan students

Intention
to
migrate

RURAL

URBAN

METRO

Family status
Intact
Broken
(%)
(%)

Family status
Intact
Broken
(%)
(%)

Family status
Broken
Intact
(%)
(%)

No

28

22

43

48

51

46

Yes

72

78

57

52

49

54

100%
(685)

100%
(llS)

100%
(487)

100%

100%
(737)

100%
(126)

Total

M.O. 170
Z=l.S
Gamma .16
Not significant at
.05 level

(77)

M.O. 74
Z=l.l
Gamma -.ll
Not significant a t
. 05 level

M.O. 58
Z=.85
Gamma .09
Not significant at
.OS level

,_.
~

Table 22.

Long-term migration intentions by father 's education for rural, urban, and metropolitan
students

Intention
to
migrate

No
Yes
Total

METRO

URBAN

RURAL

Father's education
Less than
High
College
high school ~hool education
education
education
(%)
(%)
(%)
22
26
29

Father's education
Less than
Righ
College
htgh school school
education
education
education
(%)
(%)
(%)
46
45
43

Father's education
Less than
High
College
high school school
education
education
education
(%)
(%)
(%)
48
-52
36

74

71

78

54

55

57

64

52

48

100%
(105)

100%
(257)

100%
(207)

100%
(64)

100%
(161)

100%
(196)

100%
(50)

100%
(199)

100%
(449)

M.O. 401
Gamma .09
Z=l.4
Not significant at .05 level

M.O.
217
Gamma .025
Z=.23
Not significant at .05 level

M.O. 223
Z=l.8
Gamma-.14
Significant at .05 level

....N

"'
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however, is in a posit ive direction in contrast to that observed for
the metropolitan respondents.

Of the metropolitan respondents whose

fathers have higher education (college), 48 percent intend to spend mo s t
of the remainder of their lives somewhere else in comparison to 64 percent of those whose fathers have less than high school education or
under.

In contrast to the metropolitan respondents, 78 percent of the

rural respondents whose fathers have higher education (college) intend
to live somewhere else in comparison to 74 percent of those whose fathers
have less than high school education.

Of the urban students whose

fathers have higher education, 57 percent intend to leave in comparison
to 54 percent of those whose fathers have l ow school education.
The findings of a considerable number of studies provided evidence
to the proposition that migration is highly selective with regards to
educa tion. 1

The reasoning behind this proposition is that the higher

an individual's level of educational attainment, the more likely he
will be aware of differential opportunities, amenities, etc.

If the

father is highly educated, one, therefore, will expe ct some information
and directions to be channelized t o the son and enchances his awareness
of opportunities and probably increases the probability of his migration
intention.
sition.

The data in Table 22, however, do not support this propo-

The low and insignificant association observed among the rural

and urban respondents and the reverse pattern observed for the metropolitan students deem. such an assumption unwarranted.

1 shaw, pp. 22-29 .
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Hypothesis 5.

There is no significant difference between parents'
house satisfaction and his/her migration intention .

The research hypothesis is confirmed for the rural and metropolitan respondents, but not confirmed for the urban respondents as it
is illustrated in Table 23.

The direction of the association is similar

in the three cases with slight difference for the urban respondents;
i.e., students whose parents are dissatisfied with the house are more
likely to want to move than those students whose parents are satisfied.

With respect to the rural students whose parents show low satis-

faction with the dwelling, 81 percent intend to move in comparison to
69 percent of those whose parents are satisfied, a difference of 12 percent which is significant at the probability level of .01.

The urban

respondents, on the other hand, show a difference of 7 percent which is
not significant at the .05 level .

Metropolitan respondents show a

difference similar to that of the rural respondents.

Of those whose

parents are not pleased with the house, 60 percent intend to move in
comparison to 46 pc r·; ,mt of thos e whose parents are pleased.

Both vari-

ables, place of residence and house satisfaction, are independently associated with migration intentions.

have a greater effect.

Place of residence, however, seems to

Combined the two variables are more associated.

Several studies (Butler,

1

2
Speare ) provided evidence to the associ-

ation between satisfaction and migration intentions.

Those who were

found to be satisfied with their dwelling were less likely to move than
1 Butler, pp. 139-154 .
2A. Speare, Jr ., "Housing Satisfaction As an Intervening Variable
in Residential Mobility," Paper presented to the 1971 Population
Association of America.

Table 23.

Long-term migration intentions by parents' house satisfaction for rural, urban, and

metropolitan students

RURAL
Intention
to

METRO

URBAN

House satisfaction
Medium
Low

House satisfaction
High
Medium
Low
(%)
(%)
(%)

House satisfaction

High
(%)

(%)

(%)

No

31

27

19

48

38

41

54

48

40

Yes

69

73

81

52

62

59

46

52

60

100%
(l,29)

100%
(169)

100%
(158)

100%
(316)

100%
(118)

100%
(102)

100%
(509)

100%
(186)

100%
(142)

migrate

Total

H.O. 214
Gamma .21
Z=2.9
Significant at .01 level

102
Gamma .14
Z=l.6
Not significant at .01 level

~1.0.

High
(%)

Medium
(%)

LOY..T

(%)

M.O. 84
Z=2.9
Gamma .19
Significant at .01 level

>-'

~
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those who were found otherwise.

Diss atisfa c tion of th e parents

with the house may be communicated to other members of the family
who also may become dissatisfied.
Hypothesis 6.

There is no significant difference between parents'
community satisfaction and sons 1 migration intentions.

The null hypothesis is rejected for each of the areas as the statistics in Table 24 indicate.
observed for each of the areas.

In addition, a negative association is
In each area students whose parents are

dissatisfied with the community are more likely to want to migrate than
those whose parents are satisfied.

In other words, the lower the parents'

satisfaction, the more likely the students intend to move.

Of the

rural respondents whose parents are dissatisfied with the community, 86
percent want to live somewhere else in comparison to 70 percent of those
whose parents are satisfied, a difference of 16 percent which is significant at the .01 probability level.

With respect to the urban respondents

whos e parents are dissatisfied with the community, 91 percent intend
to move in comparison to 51 percent of those with satisfied parents, a
difference of 40 percent which, at the .01 level, is significant.

Of

the metropolitan students whose parents ate dissatisfied with the community, 75 percent intend to leave in comparison to 46 percent of those
whose parents are classified as highly sa t isfied, a difference of 29
percent which is significant at the .01 level.

Since there is a sig-

nificant difference between parents ' community satisfaction and students'
migration intentions for each of the areas and since it has the same
direction, it is possible to generalize t he obser ved findings to the
total sample and possibly to the population of seniors since each sample
is adequately representative of its area.

The logic used for the

Table 24.

Long-term migration intentions by parents' community satisfaction for rural, urban, and
metropolitan students

URBAN

RURAL
Intention
to
migrate

Communit}': satisfaction
Medium
High
Low
(%)
(%)
(%)

METRO
Community satisfaction

Communit:l satisfaction

High
(%)

Medium
(%)

Low
(%)

High
(%)

Medium
(%)

Low
(%)

No

30

16

14

49

25

q

54

34

25

Yes

70

84

86

51

75

91

46

66

75

100%
(611)

100%
(117)

100%
(27)

100%
(441)

100%
(81)

100%
(22)

100%
(670)

100%
(136)

100%
(32)

Total

M.O. 215
Gamma .40
Z=3.7
Significant at .01 level

M.O. 94
Gamma .56
Z=4.8
Significant at .01 level

M.O. 83
Z=S.l
Gamma .42
Significant at .01 level

.....

"'.....
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previous hypothesis with r e spect to the student's migration intention
can be applied as well to this association.
Hypothesis 7.

There is no significant association between student's
kin in another community in Utah and his/her intention
to migrate .

The null hypothesis is not rejected for the rural and metropolitan
respondents, but rejected for the urban respondents as i ndicated b y the
s tatistics in Table 25.

For the rural respondents only 74 percent of

those who have kin in another community in Utah intend to leave their
areas of residence in comparison to 71 percent of those who do not have
kin in another community in Utah, a dif ference of 3 percent.
assoc iation is observed for the metropol itan respondents.

A similar

Of those who

have kin in another community in Utah, 51 percent intend to migrate in
comparison to 49 percent of those who do not have, a difference of only
2 percent which is not signif icant at the .OS level of sig nifi cance .
For the urban respondents, on the other hand, a stronger association
between kin in another community and migration intentions was observed.
A gamma of .27 is observed which is significant at the .01 level of significance.

Of those who have kin in another community in Utah, 64 per-

cent intend to migrate in comparison to 52 percent of those who do not
have kin.

Even though the association is weak for the rural and metro-

politan respondents, it has a similar pattern for the three areas.

In

each case s tudents who have kin are slightly more likely to want to
migrate.
The above observation is not in complete agreement with previous
findings with respect to kin, relatives, and migration .

Previous

studies have indicated that kin or other relatives in other areas
opera ted as information systems and helped facilitate the potential

Table 25.

Long-term migration intentions by kin in ano the r community in Utah fo r r u r al,
urban, and metropolitan students

RURAL

URBAN

METRO

Kin in another communitJi: in Utah
No
Yes

Kin in another communitJi: in Utah
No
Yes

Kin in another communitJi: in Utah
No
Yes

(%)

(%)

(%)

No

29

26

Yes

71

100%

Intention
to
migrate

Total

(371)

M.O. 169
Gamma .081

( %)

(%)

48

51

49

74

52

49

51

100%
(430)

100%
(355)

100%
(594)

100%
(267)

M.O .
z=.98

Not significant at
.01 level

(%)

100%
(206)

77
Gamma . 27
Z=2.5
Significant at .01 level

M.O. 60
Gamma .036

Z=.42

Not significant at
.01 level

.....
w
w
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migrant.

In this study, with exception of the urban respondents,

there is only a slight and insignificant difference between students
who have or have not kin in another community.

This could be explained

by the possibility that those who have kin in another community in
Utah probably have them in the same county or area to which they do
not desire to go .

It is also possible that the significance of kin

or relatives with respect to migration is not as important t o the
student population.

Previous studies were largely conducted on other

adult populations.
Hypothesis 8.

There is no significant association between kin outside
Utah and student 1 s migration intention.

The research hypothesis is confirmed for the rural and urban
respondents.
students.

The null hypothesis is not rejected for the metropolitan

As it is indicated by Table 26 for the rural and the urban

respondents, students who have kin outside Utah are more likely to
migrate than thos e who do not hav P kin.

For the rural students, 76

percent of those who have kin intend to live somewhere else in comparison to 70 percent of those who do not, a difference which is
significant at the .05 level.

For the urban respondents, 61 percent

of those who have kin intend to migrate in comparison to 53 percent,
a difference of 8 percent which is significant at the .OS level.
association is observed for the metropolitan sample.

No

Since the associ-

ation does not hold for all three levels, it cannot be generalized
for all senior students.

With respect to the rural respondents, kin

outside Utah seem to be associated more with their migration intentions
than kin in another community in Utah.

It appears that for the rural

Table 26.

Long-term migration intentions by kin living outside Utah for rural, urban, and
metropolitan students
RURAL

Intention
to
migrate

METRO

URBAN

Kin outside Utah
No
Yes
(%)
(%)

Kin outside Utah
No
Yes
(%)
(%)

Kin outside Utah
Yes
No
(%)
(%)

No

30

24

47

39

50

51

Yes

70

76

53

61

50

49

100%
(483)

100%
(318)

100%
(358)

100%
(202)

100%
(569)

100%
(292)

Total

M.O. 169
Gamma .14
Z=l. 7
Significant at .OS
level

M.O. 78
Gamma . 16
Z=l. 7
Significant at .05
level

M.O. 60
Z=.24
Gamma -0.02
Not significant at
.05 level
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w
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respondents, in-state migration may not be as much influenced by the
availability of kin somewhere else as out-state migration where
familiarity with the place is needed.

The apparent association among

the rural respondents is probably enhanced by the proportion of the
students who intend to leave the State.

With respect to the metro-

politan respondents, since they are already living within a cosmopolitan environment which exposes them to several information systems,
the availability of kin or relatives somewhere else may not serve as
much purpose as that of the rural or urban respondents.

The availa-

bility of kin, relatives or frie nds may be more important when the
individual intends to migrate to a distant place.

This may explain

the difference between rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents with
respect to the previous and present hypothes is.
Hypothesis 9 .

There is no significant difference between parents'
length of residence in area of residence and student's
~ration intention.

The alternative hypothesis is confirmed at the three levels as
indicated by the statistics in Table 27.

The strength of associa tion

as measured by gamma, however, does vary:

stronger for metropoli-

tan respondents, followed b y rural, and then urban.
levels an inverse relationship is observed.

For th e three

As length of residence

of parents increases , the student's desire to leave decreases.

This

pattern, however, is slightly different for the urban respondents.
Of the rural respondents whose parents have lived 20 years and over
in the place of residence, 66 percent intend to live somewhere else
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Table 27.

Long-term migration intentions by parents' length of residence for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
RURAL

Intention
to
migrate

Under
(%)

Parents' length of residence in years
16-20
6-10
11-15
(%)
(%)
(%)

Over 20
(%)

No

17

21

23

27

34

Yes

83

79

77

73

66

100%
(145)

100%
(87)

100%
(67)

100%
(95)

100%
(310)

Total
M.O. 266

Gamma -0.26

S ignif ican t at . 01 level

Z-4

URBAN
No

36

50

42

40

53

Yes

64

50

58

60

47

100%
(134)

100%
(61)

100%
(68)

100%

100%
(173)

Total
M.O. 125

Gamma -0.16

Z-2 .3

(77)

Significant at .05 level

METRO
No

28

43

44

49

65

Yes

72

57

56

51

35

100%
(151)

100%
(88)

100%
(126)

100%
(134)

100%
(295)

Gamma -.39

Z-7 .6

Total
M.O. 127

Significant at .01 level
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in comparison to 83 percent of those whose parents' length of residence
is under 6 years, a difference of 17 percent.
for the urban and metropolitan sample.

The difference is greater

Of the urban students whose

parents' length of residence is 20 years and over, 47 percent intend t o
migrate in comparison to 64 percent of those whose parents lived there
less than 6 years, a difference of 27 percent.

A difference of 37

percent is observed for the metropolitan respondents, where 47 percent
of those whose parents' length of residence is 20 years and over intend
to migrate in comparison to 72 percent of those whose parents have lived
there less than 6 years.

The apparent difference between the three

are as is pr obably attributed to the larger proportions of the rural
and urban respondents who intend to migrate.

Despite the difference

between the three samples, it is possible to generalize the hypothesis
to the whole sample.

Such a generalization, however, does not apply to

the whole population of the senior students unless weighing is considered.
Hypothesis 10.

There is no significant difference between the student's
length of residence and her/his migration intention.

The null hypothesis is rejected in the three cases as the statistics
in Table 28 show.

A negative association is observed between length of

residence and student's migration intention, i . e., students who have lived
less than 6 years in their place of residence are more likely to migrate
than those who have lived there 6 years and over.

Of the rural sample

77 percent of those with less than 6 years of residence want to live
somewhere else in comparison to 71 percent of those with 6 and more years
of residence, a difference of 6 percent which is significant at the .01

Table 28.

Intent ion
to
migrate

Long-term migration intentions by student's length of residence for rural, urban,
and metropolitan students

RURAL

URBAN

METRO

Length of residence
6 yrs and
less than
6 yrs (%)
over (%)

Length of residence
less than
6 yrs and
over (%)
6 yrs (%)

Length of residence
6 yrs and
less than
over (%)
6 yrs (%)

--No

23

29

39

49

40

56

Yes

77

71

61

51

60

44

100%
(287)

100%
(484)

100%
(259)

100%
(293)

100%
(320)

100%
(533)

Total

'1. 0. 199

Gamma -.17
Z=2.8
Significant at .01 lev el

M.O. 86
Z=2.4
Gamma -. 20
Significant at .01 level

M. O. 68
Gamma - .30
Z=4 . 2
Significant at .01 level

,....
w
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probability level.

Of the urban sample 61 percent of those with less

than 6 years of residence intend to leave in compa rison to 51 percent
of those with 6 years and more of residence , a difference of 9 percent
which is similar to that of the rural respondents.

With respect to

the metropolitan sample, 60 percent of those with less than 6 years of
residence intend to move in comparison to 44 percent of those with 6
years and more of residence, a difference of 16 percent which is larger
than that of the rural and urban respondents.

Since the difference be-

tween the two factors is significant and to some extent consistent for
the three samples , the association may be generalized to the total
sample and to the population with appropriate weighing.
Hypothesis 11.

There is no significant association between the number
of times a students moved in the past and her/his
migration intention.

As shown by the statistics in Table 29, the null hypothesis for
the three areas is rejected.
migration

experien c ~

A clear association between previous

and student's migration intention is observed.

As

presented in Table 29, rural students with a more extensive migration
history are more likely to migrate than those with no previous experience in migra tion.

Of those who previously moved 4 times or more,

82 percent intend to migrate in comparison to 68 percent of those
who previously migrated once or none.

The data in the table also

depict a clear positive linear relationship between the two factors.
That is, as the number of moves increases, so does the student's intention.
The same pattern with different and significant associations exists for
the urban and rural respondents.

Table 29 shows the strength of the
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Table 29.

Long-term migration intentions by number of moves previously
made for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
RURAL

Intention
to
migrate

1

(%)

Number of moves 2reviously made
2
3
(%)
(%)

4
(%)

No

30

26

21

16

Yes

70

74

79

84

100%
(399)

100%
(165)

100%
(84)

100%
(120)

Total
M.O. 198

Gamma . 22

Z=3.5

Significant at .01 level
URBAN

No

51

47

41

33

Yes

49

53

59

67

100%
(237)

100%
(113)

100%
(83)

100%
(110)

Total
M.O. 95

Gamma .21

Z=2.8

Significant at . 01 l evel
METRO

No

62

41

40

Yes

38

59

60

67

100%
(421)

100%
(17 5)

100%
(92)

100%
(152)

Total
M.O. 81

Gamma .38

Z-7.0

S ignif ican t at .01 level

33
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association and the pattern for the urban respondents.

Students with

more migration history are more likely to migrate than those with less;
i.e., of thos e who moved previously four or more times, 67 percent
intend t o migrate in comparison to 49 percent of those who moved once
or less.

The metropolitan respondents exhibit a stronger association

between their migration experience and their migration intentions than
the rural and urban respondents did as Table 29 illustrates with gammas
equal to .22, .21, and .38, respectively.

Of the metropolitan students

with residential movements of four or more times, 67 percent in comparison
to 38 percent of those with no residential mobility or one intend to
migrate.

The difference in percentage between these two groups is

larger than one observed for the urban and rural respondents:
and 14 percent, respectively.

29, 18,

I n a similar pattern to rural and urban

respondents, metropolitan students exhibit a positive linear relationship between their migration experience and their migration intentions.
Since the association holds for the three samples--rural, urban,
metropolitan respondents--it is possible t o hold it true for the
total population of the respondents.
To a large extent, hypotheses 9, 10, and 11 are logically related.
That is, the length of time a person lives in an area is to a larg e
extent related to the number of moves he made.
The confirmation of these hypotheses gives additional support to
the relationship between migration, length of residence, and number of
times moved which was observed by previous findings in different contexts.
The reasoning behind these hypotheses is that with less mobility and
longer residence a person develops ties and becomes attac:1ed to his
locality which further retards his/h er migration intention.
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Hypothesis 12.

No significant difference between student's datingmarital status and his/her migration intention.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the rural and the urban
respondents but not rejected for the metropolitan respondents as
indicated by Table 30.

In the three cases, however, one can still

observe an association between involvement or the lack of it and migration intentions.

Of the rural sample, 75 percent of those who are

not involved intend to live somewhere else in comparison to 69 percent
of those who are involved, a difference of 5 percent which is significant at the .05 significance level .
in the urban case.

A greater difference is observed

Of those who are not involved, 61 percent in tend to

move in comparison to 47 percent of those who are involved, a difference
of 14 percent which is significant at the .01 level.

With respect to

the metropolitan students, an association is observed, however, to be
significant.

Of those who are not involved, 52 percent intend to

migrate in comparison to 46 percent of those who are involved, a
difference of 6 percent which is not significant at the .05 level .
Generalization is possible only t o the population of each sample.

A

general hypothesis to the total population without specifying the
condition is untenable.
Hypothesis 13 .

There is no significant difference between the age
at which the student expec ts to marry and his/her
migration intention.

The research hypothesis is confirmed for the three regions as the
statistics in Table 31 indicate .

A positive association is observed

between ages at which the studen t s intend to marry and their migration
intentions.

In each case, the older the age, the more likely it is

Table 30.

Intention
to
migrate

Long-term migration intentions by student's dating-marital involvement for rural,
urban, and metropolitan students

RURAL

URBAN

METRO

Pre-marital involvement
No
Yes

Pre- marital involvement
No
Yes

Pre-marital involvement
No
Yes

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

No

25

31

39

53

48

54

Yes

75

69

61

47

52

46

100%
(486)

100%
(293)

100%
(331)

100%
(217)

100%
(565)

100%
(285)

Total

M. O. 191
Gamma -.15
Z=l.9
Significant at .05 le-, e l

i-1 .0. 90
Gamma -0.29
Z=3.1
Significant at .05 level

M.O. 71
Gamma -0.10
Z=l.4
Not significant at .05
level

,_.
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Table 31.

Long-term migration intentions by the age at which the
students expect to marry for rural, urban, and metro-

politan students
RURAL
Age at which the students exEect to marrl_
Under 23
23-25
Over 26
Never
(%)
(%)
(%)
(%)

Intention
to
migrate

29

27

17

16

Yes

71

73

83

84

Total

100%
(408)

100%
(205)

100%
. (75)

100%
(36)

No

~!.

0. 246

Gamma -.17

Z=2. 6

Significant at .01 level
URBAN

52

37

28

21

48

63

72

79

JOO%
(287)

100%
(154)

100%
(43)

100%
(19)

No
Yes
Total
M.O. 157

Gamma

Z-3 .9

-.34

Signifi cant at .01 level
METRO

No

56

51

64

38

Yes

44

49

36

62

100%
(369)

100%
(299)

100%
(101)

100%
(34)

Total
M.O. 118

Gamma -.22

Z-3.6

Significant at .01 level
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student intends to migrate.

With r egards to the rural case, 84 percent

of those who have indicated that they will never marry intend to migrate in comparison to 71 percent of those who intend to marry at an
age of 23 years and under, a difference of 13 percent which is significant at the probability level of .01.

With respect to the urban

case, 79 percent of those who intend not to get married indicated that
they will live somewhere else in comparison to 48 percent of those who
indicated that they would marry under the age of 23 years, a difference
of 31 percent which is significant at the .01 level and also larger than
that which was observed for the rural respondents.

With some deviation,

the metropolitan respondents show a similar pattern.

Of those who

never intend to marry, 62 percent intend to migrate in comparison to
44 percent of those who intend to marry at a younger age of under 23
years, a difference of 18 percent which is significant.

However, a

slight reversal in the pattern is observed between those who never
intend to marry and those who intPnd to marry at a later age.

The

"later-age" category shows a slightly larger proportion of its members
intending to migrate than the "never-marry" catego ry.

In general, the

association is observed for the three samples and can be generalized
to their populations.
To some extent hypotheses 12 and 13 are logically related; that is,
an "involvement category" is to some extent related to persons who intend to marry at an earlier age while a "non-involvement category"
resembles "never" intend to marry.

Both variables imply certain obli-

gations and commitments which hinder some of the individual's freedom
that is needed for the achievement of certain goals.
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Hypothesis 14.

There is no significant difference between the sex
of the students and their migration intentions.

The research hypothesis is confirmed for the three cases, however,
with different direction as the data in Table 32 indicate.

A similar

pattern is observed for the metropolitan and urban respondents, and a
reversal is noticed for the rural respondents.

While for the rural

respondents, females are more likely to want to live somewhere else th an
males, the opposite is true for the urban and the metropolitan respondents.

With respect to the rural sample, 78 percent of the females

intend to migrate in comparison to 68 percent of the males, a difference
of 8 percent which is significant at the probability level of . 05.

With

regards to the urban and metropolitan respondents, on the other hand,
62 and 53 percent of their males intend to migrate, respectively, in
comparison to 52 and 48 percent of their females, a difference of 8
and 5 percent which is significant at the .OS probability level.

Again,

one should be cautious in making a general hypothesis unless the conditions under which I i.;:, association is observed a r e specified.
The above association is largely consistent with previous studies
on sex selectivity.

One of the few consistent findings on rural-urban

migration differentials is that females are more prone to migrate
than males.

This was the case for the rural respondents.

An expla-

nation for this is that farming (which is largely a rural activity) is a
highly sex-selective occupation.

This occupational selectivity com-

bined with the increasing importance of extra-familial occupational
roles for young rural females, ensures that there is always a much greater
number of females than males looking for non-farm occupations with

Table 32.

Long-term migration intentions by sex for rural, urban, and metropolitan
students

RURAL
Intention
to

Sex

Sex

Male
(%)

Female
(%)

No

32

22

Yes

68
100%
(378)

migrate

METRO

URBAN

Male
(%)

Sex
Female
(%)

Male
(%)

Female
(%)

38

48

47

52

78

62

52

53

48

100%
(426)

100%
(282)

100%
(282)

100%
(410)

100%
(451)

---

Total

M.O. 166
Gamma .26
Z=2.9
Significant at . 05
level

M.O. 74
Z=l.9
Gamma -.21
Significant at .05
level

M.O. 60
Gannaa -.12
Z=l. 66
Significant at .05
level
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rural communities.

Where more opportunities exist, such as the case

in urban and metropolitan, sex-selectivity with respect to migration
intentions is the reverse and lower.
Hypothesis 15.

There is no significant difference between students'
religion and their migration intentions.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the three cases.

There is a

significant difference between students' religion and their migrations
as it is shown by the statistics in Table 33.

In each case, non-Mormons

are more likely to want to live in another community than Mormons.

With

respect to the rural sample, 87 percent of the non-Mormons intend to
migrate in comparison to 70 percent of the Mormons, a difference of
17 percent which is significant at the .01 level.

With regard to

the urban sample, 82 percent of the non-Mormons intend to leave in comparison to 52 percent, a difference of 30 percent which is significant
at the .01 probability level.

The data for the metropolitan respondents

show a similar pattern, but with lower gamma than that observed for
the urban and rural students.

Of those who wanted to migrate 58 per-

cent were non-Mormons in comparison to 48 percent Mormons, a difference
of 10 percent which is significant at the .01 level of significance.
Even though the difference between students' religion and their migration
intentions is significant in each with a similar direction, the small
portion of non-Mormons in each case makes any generalization with
regards to difference or association to some extent questionable.
This observation, between Mormons and non-Mormons with respect to
rrigration intentions, can be interpreted in terms of the teachings of

Table 33.

Long-term migration intentions by religion for rural, urban, and metropolitan
students
RURAL

Intention

METRO

URBAN

Religion
Non-Mormon
(%)

Religion
Non-Mormon
(%)

Religion
Non-Mormon
(%)

to
migrate

Mormon
(%)

No

30

13

48

18

52

42

Yes

70

87

52

82

48

58

100%
(707)

100%
(94)

100%
(482)

100%
(81)

100%
(677)

100%
(178)

Total

M.O. 169
Gamma .48
z=3.4
Significant at .01
level

Mormon
(%)

M.O . 75
Gamma 0.61
Z=4. 7
Significant at .01
level

Mormon
(%)

M.O. 66
Gamma .21
z=2.4
Significant at . 01
level

,...
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the Mormon religion which advocate familialism and community attachment.
In addition, Mormonism is more than a religion:

it is a way of life

based on family and community solidarity. Regarding this point, Mormon
students are less likely to want to migrate than the non-Mormons used
in this study.

With respect to the non-Mormon students, since they

are a minority in the state of Utah, in particular in rural and urban
areas, they may feel "uneasy" about their situation and hence more

likely to want to migrate.

The small but significant difference

observed between Mormons and non-Mormons with respect to migration
intentions in the metropolitan setting

may be explained by the less

conservative and less rigid cosmopolitan environment.
Hypothesis 16.

There is no significant difference between White and
non-White students in their migration intentions.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the three areas as indicated
in Table 34.

In each case, non-Whites are more likely to want to

migrate than White students.

With respect to the rural students, 80

percent of the non-Whites intend to migrate in comparison to 72 percent.
Of the urban respondents, 73 percent of the non-White students intend
to move in comparison to 55 percent of the White respondents.

This

is compared to 68 and 49 percent of the metropolitan respondents.

In

addition to the similarity in the direction of the association, the
difference within each of the conditional associations is to a large
extent similar.

Also, Table 34 shows that each independent variable,

race, and place of residence is associated with migration intentions.
However, place of residence seems to have a slightly larger associa tion

Table 34 ..

Long-term migration intentions by race for rural, urban, and metropolitan
students
RURAL

URBAN

Race

METRO

Race

Race

Intention
to
migrate

White
(%)

Non-White
(%)

White
(%)

Non-White
(%)

White
(%)

Non-White
(%)

No

28

20

45

27

51

32

Yes

72

80

55

73

49

68

100%
(751)

100%
(51)

100%
(534)

100%
(26)

100%
(831)

100%
(25)

Total

M.O. 168
Gamma 0.25
Z=2. 6
Significant at .05
level

M. O. 78
Gamma .38
2=3.1
Significant at .05
level

M.O. 65
Gamma .37
2=2.9
Significant at .05
level

~
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as analyzed in terms of the relative effec t s.

Table 34 also shows the

effect of the two independent variables combined.
unidirectional categories, the extreme "consistent

Comparison of the
11

groups, shows that

both variables have cumulative impact on migration intentions:

80

percen t of the non-White rural students intend to migrate in comparison
to 49 percent of the White metropolitan respondents, a difference of
31 percent which is greater than the impact of each independent variabl e
separately.
The present findings with respect to race seem to be in contrast
to previous investigations of this factor.

The observati on that Whites

typically have higher mobility than non-Whites has been made in a
number of studies including those by Shryock, Jr., 1 Lansing and
Muller, 2 and Greenwood and Gormely. 3
used a student population.

However, none of these studies

In addition, their studies were concluded in

a different context where the population to a large extent was heterogeneous,

unlike Utah where the 111a jority of th e non-White population

is not Mormon.
not race.

In this respect, maybe religion is the major fact or,

In addition, since the non-White category is ver y small in

each of the areas, it would be unwarran ted to make any conclusions .

1Henry S. Shryock, Jr., Population Mobility Within the United
States (Chicago, Illinois: Community and Family Study Center, University of Chicago, 1964).
2
J.B. Lansing and E. Muller, The GeoRraphical Mobility of Labor
(Ann Arbor, Michigan: Survey Research Center, University of Michigan,
1967).
3M.J. Greenwood and P.T . Gormely, "A Comparison of the Determinant s of White and Non-White Inter-State Migration," Demography, 8
(February, 1971), 141-154.
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Hypothesis 17.

There is no significant association between student's
occupational preference and his/her migration
intention.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the rural and urban respondents, and not rejected for the metropolitan respondents as it is
indicated in Table 35.
cia tion
migrate.

For the rural respondents, there is clear asso-

between student's occupational preference and his intention to
Students whose choice of occupation is higher on the occu-

pational ranking are more likely to intend to migrate.

As shown in

Table 35, 77 percent of the rural students whose occupational preference
is classified within the professional or managerial category intend to
migrate in comparison to 60 percent of those s tuden ts whose occupational
preference is classified in the labor category.

With the exception of

services, a positive linear relationship can be depicted; that is, as
one moves down the occupational ranking from professional to labor a
corresponding decrease in the intention to migrate follows.
A stronger associa tion between students' occupational preference
and their i ntentions to migrate is shown among the urban respondents
as indicated by gamma in Table 35.

Even though a higher percentage

of rural respondents within each occupational preference intend to
migrate than urban respondents, the same pattern is depicted; i.e.,
urban students with high occupational preference are more likely to
migrate than those with low occupational preference.

Of those who

prefer a career in professional or managerial occupations, 63 percent
intend to migrate in comparison to 39 and 36 percent, respectively, of
those whos e career preference is crafts-operatives or labor.
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Table 35.

Long-term migration intentions by occupational preference for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
RURAL

Intention
to
migrate

Professional
Manager
(%)

No

23

Yes
Total
M.O. 320

Occu2ational 2reference
Clerical
Craft
Operative
Service
Sales
(%)
(%)
(%)

Labor
(%)

28

34

31

40

77

72

66

69

60

100%
(326)

100%
(109)

100%
(108)

100%
(57)

100%
(40)

Gamma -.20

Z-'-3.0

Significant at .01 level
URBAN

No

37

55

61

38

64

Yes

63

45

39

62

36

100%
(244)

100%
(84)

100%
(66)

100%
(20)

100%
(14)

Total
M.O. 210

Gamma -.31

Z=3.6

Significant at .01 level
METRO

No

47

58

50

55

38

Yes

53

42

50

48

62

100%
(474)

100%
(84)

100%
(60)

100%
(38)

100%
(16)

Total
M.O. 260

Gamma

.10

Z-1.3

Not significant at .05 level
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Metropolitan respondents seem to deviate from the rural and urban
respondents in terms of the association between career preference and

intention to migrate.

The slight association as measured by gamma is

not significant as it is indicated from Table 35.

No pattern is depicted.

Respondents whose career preference is classified within the two extreme
occupations are slightly more likely to migrate than the others .

Simi-

lar to rural and urban respondents, with the exception of the labor
category, metropolitan respondents whos e career preferences are professional or managerial are slightly more likely to migrate than those who
were classified in the other catego ries.
The insignificant association between career preference and
migration intentions for the metropolitan respondents can be explained
by the fact that, in general, metropolitan respondents are less likely
to migrate than rural and urban respondents .

Also, since more occupa-

tions and more variety of occupations exist in metropolitan areas than in
the others, metropo J·i tan respondents do not need to see.k other labor
markets.

With this in mind, it is possible that the association between

career preference and the intention to migrate is contingent on the
availability of a job market where careers can be pursued or achieved.

Hypothesis 18.

There is no significant association between student's
work orientation and his/her migration intention.

The null hypothesis is rejected for the rural respondents, but
not rejected for the urban and metropolitan respondents as the statistics in Table 36 indicate.

The association does exist for the three

areas, howeve r, stronger for the rural.

As shown in Table 36 for the

rural respondents, 78 percent of the students who are classified as

Table 36.

Long-term migration intentions by work orientation for rural, urban, and metro-

politan students

Intention
to
migrate

Work orientation
Security
oriented

METRO

URBA.'I

RURAL

Achievement
oriented

Work orientation
Achievement
oriented
oriented

Security

Work orientation
Ser:urity
Achievement
oriented
oriented
(%)
(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

No

30

22

46

41

54

48

Yes

70

78

54

59

46

52

100%
(205)

100%
(236)

100%
(142)

100%
(179)

100%
(179)

100%
(302)

Total

M.O.* S29
Gamma .21
Z=l. 73
Significant at .05
level

M.O.* 317
Gamma .lQ
Z=.9
Not significant at .05
level

M.O.* 440
Gamma .12
Z=l.2
Not significant at .05
level

*M.O. includes the unclassifiable in terms of work orientation.

....

~
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achievement-oriented intend to migrate in comparison to 70 percent of
those who are classified security-oriented.

For the urban respondents

as presented in Table 36, 59 percent of the achievement-oriented
students intend to migrate in comparison to 54 percent of the securit yoriented.

Of the metropolitan respondents, 52 percent of the

achievement-oriented intend to migrate in comparison to 46 percent of
the security-oriented.

Even though the association is weak for the

metropolitan and urban respondents, achievement-oriented students
gene rally seem to be more likely to intend to migrate than securityoriented.

Looking a t the marginals in the three tables as one moves

from rural to metropolitan respondents, an increas e in the proportion
of achievement-oriented students is observed; that is, metropolitan
st udents are more likely to be achievement-oriented than the rural
respondents.

This may have contributed slightly to the low associ-

ation observed for the metropolitan respondents.

Place of residence

seems to have more influence on the stud ents' migr ation intentions
than that of work orientation.

Combined, place of residence and work

orientation have more impact on the students' intentions to migra t e
than their independent influence and observations can be substantiated
by comparing independent, relative, and compound effects of the two independent variables on the intentions to migrate.
Hypothesis 19.

No significant difference between students' evaluation
of their community and their migration intentions.

The research hypothesis is confirmed for the urban and metropolitan samples but not confirmed for the rural respondents as indicated
by Table 37.

Despite the slight difference between the two factors

Table 37.

Long-term migration intentions by student's community evaluation for rural, urban, and

metropolitan students
RURAL

Intention
to

Community evaluation

+

Community evaluation
+
0
(%)
(%)
(%)

0

(%)

(%)

(%)

25

57

37

31

59

75

43

63

69

100%
(106)

100%
(59)

100%
(513)

100%
(147)

100%
(62)

(%)

(%)

No

25

25

20

48

41

Yes

75

75

80

52

100%
(450)

100%
(154)

100%
(66)

100%
(285)

Total

M.O. 300
Ganuna .05
z=.59
Not significant at .05 l evel

Community evaluation

+

0
(%)

migrate

METRO

URBAN

M.O. 186
Gamma . 26
Z=2.6
Significant at .01 level

M.O. 199
Z=5.2
Gamma .40
Significant at .01 level

'"'
"'
l.n
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for the rural respondent s, an inverse association is observed for each
case, s tronger for the metropolitan sample.

Of those metropolitan

respondents who evaluated their community negatively, 69 percent intend
to leave in comparison to 43 percent of those who evaluated their community positively, a diff erence of 23 percent which is significant at
the .01 significance level.
urban respondents.

A similar pattern is observed for the

Of those who evaluated their communities negatively,

75 percent intend to leave in comparison to 52 percent of those who
evaluated i t favorably, a difference of 23 percent which is significant
at the .01 level.

With the slight difference observed for the rural

respondents, the pattern is still maintained.

Of those who evaluated

their communities negatively, 80 percent want to live somewhere else
in comparison to 75 percent of those who rated it positively .

An as-

sociation does exist between students' likes and dislikes of their
communities and their migration intentions.

In each of the three areas

the association is pns itive and i n thf' same direction, that is, studen t s
who evaluated their communities negatively are more likely to want to
migrate than those who evaluated it positively.

The degree of associ-

ation, however, does vary with respect to place of residence.

But

student's community evaluation is still, to a large extent, independently
associated with migration intention.

Place of residence also is inde-

pendently associated with migration intention as the data in Table 37
shows.
The low association observed among the rural respondents can be
explained by the effects of the pla ce of residence.

In general, the
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association is in line with o ther existing findings of community
evaluation and it s relation to migration intentions.
Hypothesis 20.

No signi fi cant association between students' interpersonal relations and the ir migration intentions.

The null hypo thesis is not re jected for the rural area, but it
was rejected for the urb an and metropolitan sectors as the data in
Tabl e 38 indicate.

In general, the statis tics show an inverse as-

s ociation between interpersonal relat ions and student s ' migration
i"tentions.

As the int e rpers onal relations of the student decrease,

h is intention to migrate increases.

Of the metropolitan respondents who

ace c haracterized as having low interpe rsonal relations, 74 percent
i"tend to live somewhere e l se in comparison to 43 percent of th ose with
h igh interper sonal relations, a difference of 31 percent which is sign i ficant at the .01 level.
urban respondents .

Similar findings are observed for the

Seventy-seven percent of those who are classified

a> having low interpersonal relati ons i ntend t o migrate in compari son
t o 50 percent of those who are classified as having high interparsonalr elations, a difference of 30 percent.

A similar pattern, but

wi t h a weak association, is al so observed for the rura l respondents.
!'lose with low interpersonal relations are slightly more like ly t o
w•nt to migrate than those with high interpersonal relat ions , a differe"ce of only 6 percent.

Since this concept implies community attac hment,

i t is obvious that those students who do not feel they belong there would
W3nt t o migrate.

A high degree of attachment to the community's way

of life and to particularistic relationships there has been clearly
s:1own to be of importance in retarding migration .

But in situa tions

Table 38.

Long-term migration intentions by in terpersonal r elations for rural, urban, and
metropolitan students

RURAL
Intention
to
migrate

METRO

URBAN

InterEersonal relation s
High
Medium
Low
(%)
(%)
(%)

InterEersonal relations
High
Medium
Low
(%)
(%)
(%)

Inter2ersonal relations
High
Medium
Low
(%)
(%)
(%)

No

26

29

19

50

43

23

57

44

26

Yes

74

71

81

50

57

77

43

56

74

100%
(402)

100%
(289)

100%
(87)

100%
(241)

100%
(237)

100%
(69)

100%
(487)

100%
(282)

100%
(78)

Total

M.O. 192
Z=.29
Gamma .028
Not significant at .05 l ev el

M.O . 9l
Gamma . 29
Z=3.6
Signif i cant at .01 level

H. O. 74
Z=5.5
Gamma . 35
Significant at .01 level

...
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where necessities force individuals to migrate even though they
ma y have high interpersonal relations, the difference between those
who have high interpersonal and low interpersonal relations with
respect to migration intentions may be obscured.

This is probably

the case with the rural respondents where a low association was
observed.
Hypothesis 21 .

There i s no significant difference between s t udents'
family solidarity and their migration intentions.

The res ear ch hypothesis is confirmed for the three samples with
some variations as Table 39 illustrates.

The association between

family solidarity and migration intentions is stronger among the rural
respondents; i.e., the lower the solidarity, the more likely the
student wants to live somewhere else .

Of those with low family

solidarity, 81 percent intend to migrat e in comparison to 75 percent
of those with medium solidarity and 67 percent of those with high
solidarity.

The urban respondent c Pxhibit a slightly different pattern

from that of the rural and the metropolitan respondents.

However, the

de gree of association is almost the same as that of the metropolitan.
Urban students with high solidarity are less likely to want to migrate
than thos e with medium and low solidarity:
to 63 percent and 54 percent, respectively.

50 percent in comparison
In contrast t o the rural

and metropolitan students, however, urban respondents with medium
s olidarity are more likely to want to live somewhere else than those
with lower solidarity.

With regard

to the metropolitan students,

58 percent of those with low solidarity intend to live somewhere else
in comparison to 46 percent of those with high solidarity.

The

Table 39.

Long-term migration intentions by family solidarity for rural, urban, and metropolitan
students
RURAL

Intention
to
migrate

Famil~ solidarit~

High

Medium

METRO

URBAN

Famil~ solidarit~

(%)

(%)

(%)

High
(%)

No

33

25

19

50

37

46

Yes

67

75

81

50

63

100%
(341)

100%
(343)

100%
(107)

100%
(226)

100%
(245)

Total

H.O. -179
Z=3.2
Gamma 0.22
Significant at .01 level .

Medium

Famil~

(%)

Low
(%)

High

(%)

Low

solidarit~

Medium

Low

(%)

(%)

54

52

42

54

46

48

58

100%
(89)

100%
(2 58)

100%
(391)

100%
(199)

M.O. 78
Z=l. 66
Gamma .12
Significant at .05 level

M.O. 73
Z=2.3
Gamma .13
Significant at .05 level

,_.

"'
""
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difference of 12 percent between these two categories is comparable
to that of the rural and urban respondents.

In general, based on the

data and the statistics shown in Table 39, this hypothesis with caution
can be generalized to the total sample of the senior students.

With

respect to the cumulative effects of both independent variables, family
solidarity and place of residence, 81 percent of the rural responden ts
with low solidarity intend to migrate in comparison to 46 percent of
metropolitan respondents with high solidarity.
Hypothesis 22.

There is no significant diff erence between religiosity
and students' migration intentions.

The null hypothesis is not rejected for the rural and metropolitan
respondents, but rejected for the urban respondents as indicated by the
statistics in Table 40.

However, it is still possible to observe a

similar pattern for the three cases; i.e., respondents with low
religiosity are slightly more like ly to want to live somewhere else
that those with higt. :· ., ligiosit y.

This observati on is stronger for

the urban respondents than the other two.

Of the urban respondents

with low religiosity, 65 percent wanted to migrate in comparison to
53 percent of those with high religiosity.
and metropolitan respondents is similar.

The case for the rural
For both, respectively, of

those with low religiosity, 76 and 55 percent intend to move in comparison to 71 and 48 percent of those with high religiosity.

The

compound effects of the two independent variables, religiosity and
place of residence, can be shown by comparing the two extreme categories.
Of the metropolitan students with high religiosity, 48 percent intend
to migrate in comparison to 76 per cent of th e low religiosity rural

Table 40.

Intention
to
migrate

Long-term migration intentions by religiosity for rural, urban, and metropolitan
students
RURAL

URBAN

Religiosity
Low
High

Religiosity
Low
High

Low

Religiosity
High

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

METRO

(%)

No

24

29

35

47

45

52

Yes

76

71

65

53

55

48

100%
(205)

100%
(573)

100%
(130)

100%
(422)

100%
(232)

100%
(610)

Total

192
Z=l. 34
Gamma - .12
Not significant at .OS
level

M.O.

M.G. 86
Gamma -0. 24
Z=2 . 1
Significant at .OS
level

79
~1.6
Gamma -.13
Not significant at .OS
level

M.O.

....

:;:
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respondents, a difference of 26 percent which is larger than the impact
of each of the independent variables on the dependent variable.

In this chapter several factors (hypotheses) were investigated
with respect to their association with the dependent variable--migration intention.

A comparison as to the strength and the direction

of association between the rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents
was attempted.

It was observed that some of the factors are associated

with migration intentions while others are not.

For some factors the

degree of association and the direction was observed to vary according
to the place of residence;

that is, certain factors were found to be

positively associated with migration intention with respect to the
urban and metropolitan respondents or vice versa.

While some factors

were found to be significantly associated with migration intentions in
one area, they were also found t o '" insignificantly associated in the
other areas.

In short, this indicates that place of residence is a

major factor in the migration intentions of the respondents; and to
some extent some of the associations observed are conditional.
Table 41 presents the factors tested (with numbers assigned) and
the strength of association as measured by gamma for the rural, urban,
and metropolitan respondents.

A gamma with an asterisk indicates

that the association is not significant at the .05 level.

Of the

twenty-two hypotheses tested, only one (family status--Table 21), was
found not to be significantly associated in the three areas.

Four

hypotheses (father's occupation--Table 19; father's education-Table 22; kin in Utah--Table 25; and work orientation--Table 36)
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Table 41.

The strength of the association between the independent
variables and migration intentions as measured by gamma
for the rural, urban, and metropolitan students

Independent variables

Rural

Urban

Metro

1.

Father's occupation

.03

*

-.13

2.

House ownership

.099*

.45

*

3.

Family status

.16 *

-.11 *

4.

Father's education

.09 *

.025*

.29
.40
.09 *
-.14

5.

House satisfaction

.21

.14 *

. 19

6.

Parent's community satisfaction

.56

.40

.42

7.

Kin in another community in Utah

. 08 *

. 27

8.

Kin outside Utah

.14

.16

-.02

. 036*

9.

Parent's length of residence in the community-. 26

-.16

-.36

10.

Student length of residence in the community -.17

-.20

-.30

11.

Number of moves made in the past

12.

Dating-marital involvement

13.

Sex

14 .

Age expect to marry

15.

Religion

16.

Race

17.

Occupational preference

. 22

. 21

. 38

-.15

-.29

-.10

. 26

-.21

-.12

-.17

-.34

-.22

.48

. 61

. 21

.25

. 38

-.20

-.31

.10*

*

.37
-.10*

.12*

18.

Work orientation

. 21

19.

Community evaluation

.OS

*

.26

.40

20.

Interpersonal relations

.028*

.29

.35

21.

Family solidarity

.22

.12

-.13

22.

Religiosity

. 12

-.24

-.13

*Not significant at the .OS level.

*
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were found not to be significant in two areas.

Seven hypotheses

(house ownership--Table 20; house satisfaction--Table 23; kin outside
Utah--Table 26; premarital involvement--Table 30; occupational preference--Table 35; community evaluation--Table 37; and interpersonal
relations--Table 38) were found not to be significant in one area.

The

rest were found to be significant in the three areas, however, with
some variation in degree of association.
In conclusion, for most of the factors investigated a certain
degree of association with students' migration intentions was found.
However, the apparent associations were inconsistent with respect to
the place of residence; that is, the factors investigated, to a large
extent, relate differently to the migration intentions of the rural,
urban, and metropolitan respondents.

That means there is a difference

in the migration intentions of these students and a difference in the
factors associated with their intentions.
the students

1

Any generalizations regarding

migrti l i •lll intentions with respect to these factors

should specify the underlying conditions.
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CHAPTER VI
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
There are several important findings which were made in this
research regarding plans, migration intentions and the factors related to migration intentions .

In this chapter a summary of the

present study and findings will be reviewed and conclusions with
implications and research suggestions will be made.

The major objective of this research was to investigate the
plans and the factors that are associated with the migration intentions of rural, urban, and metropolitan senior high school
students in the state of Utah during the end of the academic year
of 1975.

In order to accomplish this objective, the following

questions were asked:
1.

What are the plans of the students after graduation?
That is, what do they intend to do after graduation and
what will be their long-runcareers?

Is there a difference

between the rural, urban, and metropolitan students as to
their plans?
2.

Do rural, urban, and metropolitan students express similar
patterns of migration intentions?

3.

For rural, urban , and metropolitan students, is there a
significant association between the following factors and
their migration intentions?:
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Father's occupation
House ownership
Family status
Father's education
Parents' house satisfaction
Parents' community satisfaction
Kin in another community in Utah
Kin outside Utah
Parents' length of residence
Number of times moved in the past
Student's dating-marital status
Sex
Age expect to marry
Religion
Race
Occupational preference
Work orientation
Interpersonal relations
Family solidarity
Evaluation of community
Religiosity
4.

Is there a difference between rural, urban, and metropolitan
students in terms of the above factors as they relate to
their migration intentions?

To accomplish the above objective, survey research was used as
the principal resear ch format of investigation.

The population from

which the sample was drawn consisted of male and female seniors in
public high schools in Utah during the end of the academic year of
1975.

In collecting the data, largely the administered question-

naire method was used.

Questionnaires were delivered to the schools

and collected two weeks later.

The data were processed at the Popu-

lation Research Laboratory in the Department of Sociology at Utah
State University. 1
1The author of this thesis was deeply involved in all the steps
of this research.
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Since the research is largely descriptive and explanatory, with
nominal and ordinal measurements, proportions and crosstabulations
were used in the analysis with chi square and gamma as the statistics
used in measuring the difference and the degree of association.
Findings
The findings of this study with respect to plans, career preference, migration intentions, and the factors associated with migration
intentions, indicate that there are more differences than similarities
between the rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents.
Specifically, with respect to plans after graduation, it was
found that:
1.
2.

The majority of the students intend to go to college.
The majority of the students also indicated that a professional
voca t ion is their long-run career preference.

3.

Slight difference as t o plans was observed between the rural,
urban, and metropolitan respondents.

Metropolitan respondents

chose college and professional work slightly more than the
urban and rural respondents.
With respect to migration intentions immediately after graduation,
it was found that :
1.

A larger proportion of the rural respondents intend to
migrate followed by the urban and the least are the metropolitan.
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2.

Intra-state migration intentions are more the pa ttern for
the rural respondents followed by the urban and leas t for
the metropolitan cases .

3.

Of those who intend t o migrate within the State, for a larger
proportion of the metropolitan respondents intra-metropolitan
county is the pattern, while inter-county is the pat t ern
for the rural and urban respondents.

In other words, larger

proportions of rural and less urban respondents intend to
migrate to metropolitan counties.
4.

Inter-state migration intentions are the pattern for a larger
proportion of the metropolitan respondents than the o ther
categories.

5.

With r espect to those who intend to migrate out-state, metropolitan respondents are more likely to choose distant places,
followed by urban, and then rural respondents.

6.

Idaho and California wen t he choices of the majority of all
respondents who intend to migrate out-state.

7.

Most students intend t o migrate where colleges are located.

8.

Educa t ion was the most important reason for the students in
the choice of their destination.

With respect to long-run (future) migration intentions, it was
found that:
1.

Students' choice of residence after graduation may not be
the same as that place where they intend to live most of
the remainder of their lives.
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2.

Rural respondents are more likely to want to spend most of
the remainder of their lives somewhere else than the urban
and metropolitan respondents.

3.

In terms of inter-state migration, rur al students are less
likely to want to leave the State, followed by urban and
then metropolitan students.

4.

With respect to in-state migration intentions, a l a rger proportion of the urban and the rural respondents intend to
live in metropolitan counties.

Also, metropolitan respondents

are more likely to want to migrate within their present
cou nties (intra-county migration intention) than the rural
and urban respondents who have an inter-county migration
intention.
5.

Of thos e who intend to leave the State, rural r espondents are
slightly more likely to choose neighboring states (mountain),
followed by urban respond ' nts, and the n me tropolitan students.

6.

California and Colorado are the choices of a large proportion
of all respondents who intend to live outside the State .

7.

There is a difference in the proportions between migration
intentions of students after graduation and their intentions
as to place to live most of the remainder of their lives.

It

was found that:
a.

With respect to migration intentions, the proportions of
those who intend to migrate for the whole sample were
decreased.
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b.

With respect to those who intend to migrate, the proportions of those who intend to leave the State, for the
three categories, have increased.

c.

With respect to in-state migration, the intentions to go
to metropolitan counties, for the three categories, have
increased.

d.

With respect to out-state migration, the intentions to
go to mountain states have decreased for the rural and
urban respondents and increased slightly for the metropolitan respondents.

For each category a decrease was

observed in the proportions of those who are going to the
Pacific states, while a slight increase was noticed for
those who are going to other states, in particular for
the rural and urban respondents.

A decrease was observed

in the proportions of those who are going to Idaho, while
California, Colorad0

qnd Arizona were still the choices

of a large proportion of the respondents.
The above findings indicate that, for a portion of the students,
there seems to be a difference between the place the students intend
to go after graduation from high school and the place where they intend
to live most of the remainder of their lives.

However, the pattern, to

a large extent, remained the same.
Of the twenty-two variables tested, some were found to be significantly associated with students' migration intentions of all three
categories--rural, urban, and metropolitan.

Others were found to have

significant association in one area while insignificant in the other.
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The di rection of association was also observed, for some factors, to
vary between the rural, urban, and metropolitan respondents.
With respect to the test of the association between some of the
socia l, psychological, economic factors and the migration intentions
o f the students, it was f ound that:
1.

Father's occupation is associated with the migration intention
of the metropolitan students, but not with that of the urban
and rural respondents.

2.

Home ownership is associated with the migration intentions
of the urban and metr opoli tan respondents, but not with that
of the rural cases .

3.

Family of orientation status is not associated with the
migration intentions of the s tudent s of a ny category .

4.

Father's education i s associated with the migration intentions
of the metropolitan students, but not with that of the rural
and urban cases.

5.

Parents' house satisfaction is associated with the migration
intentions of the rural and metropoli tan respondents, but no t
with that of urban cases.

6.

Parents' community satisfaction is associated with the
migration intentions of the students in the three categories .

7.

Kin in another community in Utah is not associat ed with the
migration intentions of the rural and metropolitan s tudents,
but is associated with that of the urban respondent s.
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8.

Kin outside Utah is associated with the migration intentions
of the rural and urban respondents, but not with that of the
metropolitan students .

9.

Parents' length of residence in area of residence is negatively
associated with the migration intentions of the students in
the three levels.

However, the strength of the association

varies between the three categories.
10.

Students' length of residence in area of residence is negatively
associated with the migration intentions of the students of
all three categories.

11.

Frequency of moves in the past is associated with the migration
intentions of students of all three categories.

However, the

strength of association for the metropolitan respondents is
higher than the other two categories.
12.

Students' dating-marital status is associated negatively with
the migration intentions of the rural and urban students, but
not associated with that of the metropolitan students.

13.

Age at which the student expects to marry is associated
negatively with the migration intentions of the students of
all three categories.

However, the strength of the associ-

ation varies.
14 .

Sex is associated with the migration intentions of the students
of all three categories.
ation varies.

However, the direction of the associ-

While for the rural respondents females were

more likely to want to live somewhere else than males, the
opposite was true for the urban and metropolitan cases.
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15.

Religion is associated with the migration intentions of the
students in every category.

In each case, non-Mormons were

more likely to want to live in another community than Mormons.
However, the strength of the associations for the three
categories vary.
16.

Race is associated with the migration intentions of students
in all three categories.

Non-Whites were more likely to want

to migrate than White students.
17.

Students' occupational preference is associated with the
migration intentions of the rural and urban respondents,
but this is not the case for the metropolitan students.

18.

Students' work orientation is associated with the migration
intentions of the rural respondents but not associated with
that of the urban and metropolitan cases.

19.

Students' evaluation of their community is associated negatively
with the migration intentions of the urban and metropolitan
samples, but not associated with that of the rural.

Those

who evaluated their community negat ively were more likely to
want to move than those who evaluated their community favorably.
20.

Students' interpersonal relations are associated negatively with
the migration intentions of the urban and metropolitan students
but not associated with that of the rural cases.

21.

Family solidarity is associated with the migration intentions
of the students in the three categories.

However, the strength

of the association varies, being higher for the rural respondent s.
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22.

Religiosity is associated negatively with the migration
intentions of the urban students, but not associated with
the migration intentions of that of the rural and metropolitan students.

As to the difference between the rural, urban, and metropolitan
s tudent s with respe c t to the factors associated with their migration
intentions, it was found that:
1.

Some factors that are associated with the migration intentions
of the students of one a re a are not related to the migration
intentions of students f r om the other areas (Table 25).

2.

Some factors showed a positive association in one a r ea while
a ne gative association in the other (Table 25).

3.

Some factors showed a weak association in one area whi l e a
s trong association in another (Table 25).

The above findings of the study with respect to plans, migra tion
intentions and patterns, and the factors associated with migration
intentions support the following conclusions:
1.

The majority of Utah senior high school students aspire to
higher education and careers that are related t o professional
vocations.

2.

No apparent difference exists between rural, urban and metropolitan students regarding their plans and career aspirations.
A majority of students from all three areas aspire to hi gher
education and professional careers.
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Previous studies regarding this point arrived at different
conclusions.

Differences as to career aspirations and

educational goals, with r espect to place of residence of th e
student, were observed .

Recently, because of technologic a l

development s and market expansion i ncluding mass media
advances all over the United States, the gap between the
rural and urban sector prob ably has narrowed.

The conclusion

reached with respect to Utah's students is probably a refle ction
of this trend.
3.

A significant proportion of senior high school students in
Utah intend to migrate immediately after graduation .

Rural

students are still in the lead.
4.

College education is the primary factor in influencing t he
decisions of the students regarding migration after graduation.
Although the direction of migration is from rural to metropolitan

ar c~ s ,

the plac e . wli Pre colleges are located are the

destinations.
5.

The places where the students intend to go to after graduation
may not be the same as the places wher e they intend to live
most of the remainder of their lives.

In both cases, rural

students are more likely than urban and metropolitan students
to want to leave their areas.
6.

Utah's students are locally oriented.

For most of the

students who intend to migrate, after graduation or as a
place to live the remainder of their lives, Utah still is the
preferred choice.

Although metropolitan students are more
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likely to want to leave the State than the urban and rural
students, the proportion, however, is very small.

This also

leads to the conclusion that metropolitan students are more
likely to choose distant places than the rural and urban
students--a notion of the "space awareness" hypothesis.
7.

Social factors appear to be more important in the migration
decision of those who intend to stay.

This conclusion is

consistent with previous studies on the influence of noneconomic factors on non-migrants. 1
The conclusions reached with respect to the factors that may
influence the decisions of the students about a place to live the
remainder of their lives are the following:
1.

Migration intentions of the students are action-oriented and
a function of several factors that operate at the place of
origin and destination and influenced by personality factors
which are ass oc iated with the individual.

Also, both structural

as well as individual factors influence the migration decisions
of the students.
Although the combined models of Lee and Kammeyer were not completely
used in the analysis because of data limitation, they were sufficiently
used in organizing the thoughts of the author of this thesis and in
reaching the above conclusion.

Also, it is a consideration for future

research.

1 see Peter Uhlenberg, "Noneconomic Determinants of Non-migration:
Sociological Consierations for Migration Theory," Rural Sociology,
38(3)(Fall, 1973), 296-311.
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2.

Migration i ntentions are not rand om.
tends to be selective.

That is, migration

Some factors--sex, house satisfaction,

parents' community satisfaction, parents' length of resid ence
in the current community, number of moves made in the past,
age expect to marry, and family solidarity--which previous
research indicated as being selective, 1 were also found t o
be compatible.
3.

Place of residence--rural, urban, metropolitan--is a major
factor in the migration intentions of the students; and to
some extent some of the associations observed are conditional.

4.

Some factors which may be associated with migration intentions
in one area may not be associated with migration intentions in
another.

In this study , some factors--family status, father's

education, kin in another community, occupational preference,
work orientation, community evaluation, house ownership, and

marital status - -for whi cl1 s ome previous studies provided support
for their association with migration, received partial support.
Fo r the same factors a different direction and a different degree of strength was observed in one area than the other.

This

shows that place of r esidence plays an essential role in

1see studies by R. Paul Shaw, Migration Theory and Fact, 1975, pp .
17-36, 133-139; Elizabeth Suval, Selectivity in Migration : A Review of
Literature, Technical Bulletin 209 (Raleigh, North Carolina: North
Carolina State University, Agricultural Experiment Station, 1972);
Daniel 0. Price and Melanie, Rural-Urban Migration Research in the
United States (Bethesda, Maryland: U.S. Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Institute of Health, 1975);
and Ray Giehls, Jr., "Migration Patterns of High School Graduates from
Three Selected Areas of Kentucky," unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
University of Kentucky, 1971, pp. 27-51.
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the migration process with respect to the factors investigated .
Specifying the conditions under which the above factors hold
is necessary when generalizations as to these factors are to
be made.
Implications and Suggestions

A better understanding of the factors related to migration intentions of students will be useful in helping school-age youth to
make educational and occupational plans and to understand the problems
which arise as a result of migration.

The larger proportion of youth

who are intending to migrate from th eir rural areas may be considered
a liability to this sector which has been providing for their high
school education and probably will continue providing for their education
in the area of destination.

As long as the rural sector in Utah cannot

provide a market for the educational and occupational aspirations of
its youth, th ey will most likely migrate to areas where opportunitie s
exist.

For the community as a whole, an understanding of the factors

associated with migration intentions will provide policy makers the
essential ingredients necessary for planning and community development.
In addition to this point, the present work contribut ed, to some extent,
to the understanding of the migration process of youth and hence to
sociological theory.

The decision- making regarding migration intentions

involves not only macro-level analysis, but micro-level analysis as well.
The approach which was taken in this study was action-oriented.

Indi-

vidual characteristics and their attitudes toward their communities
were found to be important in studying migration intentions.

Since
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some of the factors investigated supported existing findings which
others did not, and since several factors were found to be conditionally
associated and that factors which were found to be associated with
migration intentions J.n one area may not be related to migration intentions in another, led the author to conclude that "middle range
theory" may be more appropriate than general theory for the study of
migration intentions and behavior.
Recognizing the factors that enter into the decision-making process
regarding plans and migration intentions is of significant importance
to society's functioning, institutional development, and individual
needs.

Recognizing the factors, however, is not a simple task.

This

is especially true when dealing with a phenomenon as complex as the
migration process.

This process is a function of almost infinite

numbers of factors.

Factors at origin, factors at destination, and

intervening factors may enter at any time the decision-making process
of migration.

This s tudy was onl y an attempt to investigate some of

the factors, personal-structural and personal-psychological, at the
area of origin that may have some influence on the migration intentions
of the students.

Since it was only the initial part of a longitudinal

panel study, it may be considered incomplete with limitations.

Even

though it was assumed that the intention to migrate is related to
actual migration, this should be verified when a follow-up study is
attempted.

For this study to be complete, in addition to migration

intentions, the actual migration process should be tapped with reassessments of the factors investigated.

In addition, further

elaboration which is a limitation of this study can be done when
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the follow-up study improves or minimizes the low i t em response rate.
Specifically, the fo llow ing research is needed:
1.

A study of the migration patterns of high school dropouts.

2.

Al though a large proportion of Utah ' s high school students
intend to continue their education, it will be of interest
to find out the reasons behind those who did not intend to
go for further education .

3.

Research to find out why the gap between rural, urban, and
met r opolitan students i n Utah with respect to educationa l and
occupati onal aspirations is narrowing.

4.

In studying the association or influence of social, psychological, and economic factors on migration intentions or
behavior, research, using the combined models of Lee and
Kammeyer developed i n this th esis, should separate the levels
of analysis and asce rtain which level (pers onal-psychological
facto r s or 11'-' -rsona l-st ru c t urn l factors f nr example) is more

important in the migration pro cess at th at specific time.
5.

An investigation of the relationship b e tween migration
intentions and actual migration.

6.

Sinc e the present study investigated some of the factors
a ssoc iated with the migration intentions of students re garding
the place where they intend to live most of the remainder of
their lives, one can question the validity of this re search.
Not everyone can foresee the circumstances that may emerge as to
his/her choice of residence in the future.

This will be more

true of high school students who have many years to cover
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before settling down.

Future research should be able to

study the relationship between present migration intentions
and future behavior at several points in time.

If behavior

is a reflection of attitude (an assumption which was made by
the present study), then the study of migration intentions
would be of great merit.

This assumption, however, should

be verified by panel research as the larger study, upon which
the present study is based, intends to do.
7.

For any survey research to be successful, all steps in the
research design should be carefully and maximally followed.
To mention some, the length of the questionnaire (instrument),
the timing of the collec t ion of data, the administration of
the questionnaire, and the homogeneity and recruitment of
coders are essential in the success of any scientific survey
research.
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UTAH

STATE

UNIVERSITY· LOGAN. UTAH 84322
COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES, ARTS AND SOCIAL SCIENCES
Telephone (801) 752-4100 Ext. 7662

MC 07

May 1, 1975
Dear Senior:
The Sociology Department at Utah State University is conducting a
study of the 1975 high school graduates of Utah. Since your high school
has been one of a few selected for the study throughout the state, we are
requesting your participation by completing the attached questionnaire .
Any information you provide will be treated with strictest confidentiality
and never associated with you as an individual. The questions we are
asking are similar to questions that have been asked of groups in other
parts of the country and are now being asked to students in different parts
of Utah. The information will be used for statistical purposes such as
determining how many of you plan to go to college and/or to leave the state,
how many of you who plan to leave the state have friends at the places to
which you expect to move, etc .
Sometime after graduation we hope to contact you again to determine
how things are going for you. We feel that obtaining candid answers to
questions we have asked could provide educators with information that would
be useful in educating future classes and to community and state leaders
in making the state a place in which its high school graduates will stay .
Your cooperation is very important to the completion of the study.
Thank you.

~

Yun Kim
Professor of Sociology
and Head

n,~~

Michael B. Toney
Assistant Professor

~~

Elias Nigem
Graduate Assistant
hs
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UTAH

STATE

UNIVERSITY · LOGAN. UTAH 84322
COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES. ARTS AND SOCIAL SCIENCE S
Telephone (801) 752-4100 Ext . 7662

PAATMENT OF SOCIOLOGY
I M C 07

June 1, 1975

Dear Student:
Many people in Utah's communi t ies are concerned that a great number
of their high school graduates are leaving their horne communities and
Utah . At the end of the past school year, the Utah State Board of
Education and the Department of Sociology at Utah State University administered the enclosed questionnaire dealing with factors r e lated to
high school seniors' plans for moving.
In checking the returns of the su rv ey,we found no questionnaire
completed by you . Since your plans and opinions are of utmost importance
to the completion of the survey, I ask you to take just a few minutes
to comple t e and return the questionnaire. A s elf-addressed and stamped
envelope is also enclosed.
I again assur e you that your response to the ques tio nnai re will be
treated with strictest co nfidentiality. For instan ce, the onl y type
of information to be r e leased wil l rep - rt findings s uch as how many of
you left (plan to leave) Utah.
Again, your responses are extr emely important.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

!f7J~,J~. ;:{'

Toney~

Mi chael B.
Assistant Professor of
Sociology

P.S. If you have any quest ions please write or call me collect at the
following number: 801-752-4100, Ext. 7662.
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cooperation with the

Utah State

Board of Education
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DATE'-------------

NAME OF SCHOOL: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

1.

Do you have definite plans about Yhat you will be doing after graduation

from high school?

[

I

[

)

No
Yes

i.f yes • wnat are tne plans t

2.

Do you have definite plans about where you will live after graduation from
high school?

r-[

I

(

)

3.

anrer

(If NO, skip to question #3)
No
Yea
(If YES,
2A, 28, 2C, 20 and skip question #3)

2.'. .

~~ :~:~ ~!~~e~place) will that be? - - - - - - - - - -

28 .

How long do you expect to live there?

2C.

Why have you selected this particular place to live?

2D.

If this place is different frota your present community, vhen do
you expect to move there? Month
Year

_ _ _ _Years

_ _ _Months

Do you have any idea as to a particular place that you are most likely to
live after graduation?

-[

I

[

)

No (If NO, skip to question 14)
Yes
(If YES, a nswe r JA, 38, JC, 3D a nd go to question 14)

1
JA.

l

4.

In what city will that be? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ State_ _ _ _ _ _ _

)8.

How long do you expect to live there? _ _ _Years _ _ _Months

)C .

Why have you selected this particular place as the one that you are
most likely to live?

3D .

If this place is different from your present community, when do you
expec[ [0 move [here! MOn [h,_ _ _ __

Where do you think your parents(guardians) want you to live after graduation?
CitY
State•-----
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5.

Most students seem to have several places in mind in which they might live
after graduation. Please complete the chart below about the places in which
you are most likely to live after graduation.

Possible Place of Residence-i

City-- ---- -----~

Reasons for PrE'ferring the
Place (Use letters from ~
below)
---

Most important-_,

First

Second

Pref.rp,

PrP'

State-----------t

-

2nd most-------.,.
3rd most-------,
4th

At these places, how ~
of the following live
~
the re

most-------~

Brothers and
Sisters---t
Other adult

Relatives-~

Friends--------.,

Check(.t') if you have:

~

Lived there----,.
Visited

there--~

What t ype of work would you expect to do
(Include housewife or schoo l i f applicable)----;.

How much money would you expect to earn per
mor.th, i f applicable

' A.
B.
Ig:
I E.

~
<

.

.

To
To
To
To
To

be
be
be
be
be

near parents
near relatives
far away from relatives
near friends
near people of my religion

~~':"'.!!!''? ~~'.:''?~2~-:!hd.f<?) :.~-:-!.::::

residence
To find the best job
To find a ~ job
Type work

==

J.
K.
L.
H.

o:
P.

Q.

R.
S.

Already have job there
To earn the most money
To go to school
Recreational and entertainment

~~~~;t~~~=y _, ---

L~;~;

;1;;

;i~~;

l
J

Climate
Already acquain ted with place
Others: specify_-,-_ _ __
To be nea r people of my own race
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6.

How many of your closest friends do you think will be living in the same
area you most likely will be living?

all
most

few

6A.

Approximately how many friends is this?
------(number)

7.

Where do you think you are most likely to live most of the remainder of
your life?
-State _ _ _ __
City,_ _ _ __

8.

Which of the following are you planning to do just after graduation ?
(you may check more than one)
go to college
become a housewife
enter military service
go on a church mission
start a 'Work career
other: specify_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
If you did not mark one of the last two possibilities, skip to question 1110.

9.

Do you already have a full-time job (or a promise of one) at whic h you will
be working after graduation?

[

J

No (If No. go to question #10)

(

]

Yes

If YES, please supply the follo wing infonua tion about the work.

9A.

Type of work~-----------------

9B.

Fot' whom vill the vork be? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

9C.

What will the weekly pay for the work be?

90 .

Where is the work located ?

9E.

Hw did you obtain the job (or promise of o n e ) ? - - - - - - -

9F ,

Do you think you could find a better job if you moved to a different
place?

9G.

[

I

No

[

J

Yes

__:L_ _ _ _ _ __

City,_ _ _ _ __

How l?ng do you expect to work in thh job?

State, _ _ __

Months

Tears
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10.

In the long run, what career {job) do you plan to engage in?

11 .

Would you please rank the things on the list below about a job you would
most prefe r , which comes next, whic h third and so forth?
Rank from 1 (most preferrable)
to 6 (least prefer)

A 1ob in which:

Income is steady
b,

Income ia high
There's no dangl:!r of being
fired or unemployed

d.

Working hours are aho1·t,
lots of free time
Chances for advancement
are good

f.

The vork 1.!1 important, gives

a feeling of accomplishment
12.

Please fill in the chart below about places you have lived .

Citv

13.

State

\lhere were you born?

I of
years
lived
there

Reason familv(vou) left the olace

City (place) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

-----·- - - - - - - Country_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
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14.

Where vas your father born?

City_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
5tate_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Country _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Don't knov._ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
15.

Where was your mother born?

City·----------State,_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Country_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Don't know_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

16.

Are your parents:
living togethe r
separated
divorced
mother dead
father dead

17.

How many brothers and sisters do you have?
sisters
brothers

18 .

How many o f them are older than you?
sisters
brothers

19.

How many of them presently live at home?
sisters
brothers

20.

How many of them presently live in your present community but not in the
same house as you?
sisters
-brothers

sisters
brothers
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22 .

How many of them live outside the State of Utah?
lUsters
brothers

23.

About how many other adult relatives do you have in the following places:
_ _Number living in your present community
_ _Number living in another community in the State of Utah
_ _Number living outside the State of Utah

24.

Here are statements about how people may feel about their families. Beside
each of the s tatements listed below, please indicate whether you strongly
agree (SA), agree (A) • undecided (U) • disagree (D), strongly disagree (SD)
with the statement with respect to your own family.
SD

SA

One ought to discuss important plans
with her (his) family . -----------------b.

One · should confide more fully in
members of his family. -----------------

d.

Home is the most pleasant place

in the world.

· f.

--------------------------

A person should be villing to sacrifice
everything to his family.

--------------

[

[

J

[

J

[

J

[

J

[

J

[

J

[

J

[

J

[

J
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25.

Would you please complete the follo'.ling chart in order to supply us a
little infotlDlltion about your parents (or guardians if you are not living
vi.t., your !'""r~>l'\tft).

Name of Place
Now Livin~
State
City

A e

Working
Now
Yes(

1

No {

1

Yes(

1

No {

1

Present or

Last Occupation

E111plover

Highest
Grade of
School/College
Comp leted

Father

Mother

i
26.

27.

How long have your parents{guardians) lived in this .:ommunity (s ince last
moved to it)?
Father:

_ _ _ _Years

_ _ __ Months

Mother :

_ _ _ _Years

_ __ _Months

Does your family(guardian):

t 1
[
(
28.

]
)

own your present place of residence
rent
other:
specify_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

To what extent is your family satisfied with living in this community and
in the present house (apartment ) 1
Very
Satisfied

29.

Satisfied

Pretty
Dissatisfied

Very
Dissatisfied

In the community

~----+----+----il---------+-----11

With the house

.

With whom do you live?
(

]

[ 1

30.

Pretty
Siltisfied

parent(s)
other: specify_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Are you living:
in an apartment
in a house with no more land than for a small garden
on a farm
other:
specify' -- - - - - - -

.
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31.

Hov long have you lived in this particular house (apartment) ( s ince last
moving to it).

~- ·

!:lo;.; ::::.o.r.:.; ru..,u~o , uvL ~.:vuut.ing hat.ilrooms, a re l.n your present home (apartment) ?
_ _ _ _Total numberof rooms (including bedrooms)

33.

34 .

List about five characteristics (features) of your community that you
like most and five that you dislike mo s t in order of importance.
Five like Illest :

Five dis like most:

1.

1.

2.

2.

3.

3.

4.

4.

5.

5.

Here are stat e ments that de scr ibe hov peopl e in their own local communities
often feel about each other. Please indic ate the extent of your agreement
or disagreement vith each statement regard ing you r own community. Follow the
same procedure as with question 1 24 .
SA

SD

Real friends are hard to find in
this communit y . -------------- -b.

Almost everyone is polite and
courteous to you . ---------------------- [
People in this community give you a bad
name i f you insist on being different.--

d.

1 feel very much 1 belong here.--------People are generally critical of
others in this community . --------------

-.

h.

~~ .:o;o;;r;~!.ty io "'"'.( y p~:oo.:<110f ul auJ
orderly . ------------------------------- (

You are out of luck here i f you
happen to be different . ---------------- {

I

l

I

l

I

J

I

l

I

l
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35 .

Have you held any school offices during high school?

36.

Here is a list of some high school, church and community activities and
organizations. Please supply the requested information about your
participation in each.

35A.

If YES , which o n e s ? - - - - - - - - - - -

Amount of Participation
Frequently

Fairly Often

Occasionally

Rareh

Sports teams ------------Music groups
(band, voice, etc.)---Dramatic productions ----FFA ---------------------FHA -------------------

Honor Societies ---------Student Government ------Church-connected groups -Girls League, Boys LeagueBoy Scouts, Girl Scouts -Other: specify_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

36A.
37.

Approximately what :ls your grade point average?

What is your marital status?
not dating any one penon steadily
dating one special person but not engaged
l!!ngaged
married
':'th'!!""

•r-•<:>if'!'_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

37A.

If not married, by what age do you expect to marry?

37B.

---···

If you are married or plan to marry, about how aany children will
you have?

~
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38.

What is you·r sex?

39.

When were you born?

40.

What ie your race?

_ _month

_ _day

-~v~ar

Cuacasian (White)
Negro
Indian
Oriental
Other: specify_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
41.

What is your religion?
LOS
Ca tholi c
Protestant
None

Other:

42 .

specify._ _ __ __

_ __

How many times do you usually a ttend church services during a month?
Number of times

In order to complete this study and determine what you and your fellov
graduates do and hov things are go ing for you, we must be able to contact you
in the future, The following information will be used for that purpose only.
All information will be kept confidentiaL
43.

Your name and present address:
NMffi._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ ___

STREET (Box #) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
CITY_ _ _ _ __

STATE,_ _ _ _ __

TELEPHONE NO. _ _ _ _ _ __ __
44.

ZIP_ _ _ __

_ __

Parents or guardians name and address:

~·-------------------------STREET (Box #)·--- -- -- - - - - - CITY_ _ _ __ _ STATE,_ _ _ _ ___
TELEPHONE NO . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

ZI P·_ _ _ __
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45.

List two or three names (and address if you know) of other relatives, friends,
church officials or school officials who you feel are most likely to know
where you are in 6 months or one year.

KMffi,__________________________
ST~ET'------------------------

CITY,___________ STATE,_ _ _ _ _ ___

ZIP_________

TELEPHONE NO.

NMffi'--------------------------STREET________________________

CITY___________ STATE,_________

ZIP _________

.

E

~

TELEPHONE NO··---------------------

_________________________

STREET________________________
CITY____________ STATE._________

ZIP___________

TELEPHONE NO·--------------------

Thank you very much. We appreciate your cooperation and assure you that
the information is confidential and will not be used for purposes other than
this study. Good luck in your e ndeavors!
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